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Mr. C. JOHNSON would ask the gentleman 
if there was not a wide difference between the 
yoterms. ‘The one implied a willful mistake of 

fact; the other presumed a mistake to have 
been committed. here was not, so far as he 
gas aware, a Single unfriendly feeling between 
the gentleman from South Carolina and himself. 
There was no excitement, no turmoil, created on 
that occasion; and yet the gentleman had char- 
geterized that occurrence as more disgraceful than 
that in which he was concerned. If the gentle- 
man expected to screen himself in this way, he 
yould find himself grievously mistaken. ‘The 
gentleman, instead of standing there with that 
meekness and humility which should character- 
jean individual who had violated the decorum 
and dignity of that House, was, whenever the 

estion was touched upon, a prominent lawyer 
upon his own side of the case. 

Mr. WHITE said, in the Commonwealth 
where he resided, every man who was accused 
was allowed to be heard, either by himself or by 


counsel, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he could notgive way 
for an argument from the gentleman until he had 
odiaied what heintended tosay. Look at the 
conduct of the gentleman from New York; he was 
not obtrusive—he was modest and unassuming, 
rarely uttering a word; but the moment the case 
was touched upon, the gentleman from Kentucky 
stood forward as principal lawyer, judge, and 
witness. The gentleman had proposed an investi- 

tion into his conduct. He hoped he would go 
on with it, and that the same committee would 
conduct that investigation. 

Mr. WHITE asked the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee to point out a single instance of disorder 
in his conduct. 

Mr.C. JOHNSON. I can tell the gentleman 
of some instances, if he wishes me to turn State’s 
evidence against him. 

Mr. WHITE. After the gentleman is sworn, 
if he pleases. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he had been for some 

ears in this House with the gentleman from 

entucky, before and after the time when he was 
the presiding officer of the House. He certainly 
had no fault to find with the gentleman until he 
was placed in the chair; but he had abundant 
reason to sorapiein of him before he left it. 

Mr. WHITE asked the gentleman to state 
explicitly whether, at any time, his conduct had 
been disorderly, He defied the gentleman to point 
out an Instance, 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he need only go back 
to the commencement of this session of Congress: 
after the gentleman was driven from the Speaker’s 
chair, and took his seat upon the floor of the 
House, he had had repeated difficulties with the 
Speaker. 

Mr. WHITE. No fight. 

Mr.C. JOHNSON. No fight; but as disorderly 
conduct, in my judgment. There is no gentleman 
in the House who has produced more confusion 
than the gentleman from Kentucky. I ask the 
cere from Kentucky when I have ever 

ught anything of censure to bear on the pro- 
ceedings of this House; when | have ever used 
even an unkind word? 

Mr. WHITE said the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee had denounced the transaction between 
him and the gentleman from New York as dis- 
graceful. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said the honorable gentle- 
man from Kentucky and himself ought to under- 
stand each other; and they should understand 
each other before long, as to this matter of con- 
tempts of the House. And the gentleman from 
Kentucky would always find that he had the moral 
courage to do his duty on this floor. The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky could very ingeniously 
draw distinctions between * God damn you, you 
are a liar,’’ and—— 

Mr. WHITE interposed, and said the gentle- 
man from Tennessee was giving, as his language, 
that which he had never said. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON did not pretend to say that 
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he was giving the precise terms; but such was the 
purport; it was héard 2 many gentlemen on that | 
side of the House, (the extreme right of the | 
Chair.) 

Mr. WHITE remarked that the gentleman | 
knew very well that a whisper could be heard 
there which could not be heard three feet from | 
his desk, (on the extreme left of the Speaker’s | 
chair.) He was understood to say that he would | 
aliow no false imputations to be made upon him 
willfull 

Mr. é. JOHNSON made some remark which 
was not heard. 

Mr. WHITE asked the Chair if the gentleman 
from Tennessee was in order in making personal 
observations to him. 

The SPEAKER said gentlemen were not in | 
order in making personal allusions, or in address- | 
ing individual members, or in imputing motives || 
to any one. 

Mr. C, JOHNSON was not conscious that he || 
had been imputing motivestoany one. He was 
going on to show what kind of whispering it was, | 
if the gentleman from Kentucky would but hear | 


him. Did the gentleman from Kentucky expect | 


to brow-beat him, or drive either him or any other | 
member of this House from his duty, and its faith- 
ful and honest discharge? 

Mr. WHITE made some remark, which was 
not.audible at the reporter’s desk. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON continued. For sixteen | 
long years, except two, he had been here, and | 
not once had he elicited any unkind feeling of | 
which he was aware. He had spoken of scenes | 
of this sort before; and he now said, as he had | 
before said, that he thought them disgraceful. | 
After a few other observations, he apologized to | 
the gentleman from New Hampshire for occupy- | 
ing so much of his time. 
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members to come here as Representatives of the” 
oe to transact their business, armed to the 

teeth with dirks, bowie-knives, and pistols, to 

defend themselves from one another and from the 

spectators by whom they are surrounded. If it 

be so, let it be known; and he would answer for it 

that, although the people whom he had the honor 

in part to represent did not acknowledge the obli- 

gations of that code of honor which was held in 

such high estimation by some, yet he could as- 

sure the House that if it were understood that 

members must come into this House upon such 

conditions, to defend themselves and the rights of 
their constituents at such hazards, New Hamp- 

shire and the frozen regions of the North would 

not be wanting in men who were prepared to go 

wherever duty called them—if abies to face £ 

eannon’s mouth, or the attack of any other arms 

which may be brought against them. The men 

who inherited their liberues from those who won 
them on the tented field of battle, would still de- 
fend them by the same means, even in this Hall, 
if the call of duty required it. 

Mr. H. concluded by remarking that although 
he had no motives of hostility to any gentleman, 
prompting him to the course he had taken, yet he 
would assure gentlenien that he should by no 
means be deterred from a fearless discharge of 


| what he believed to be his duty. 


Mr. WHITE and the SPEAKER entered into 
some conversation in relation to the applicability 
of the previous question. 

Mr. SCHENCK rose to a question of order, 
and spoke upon it at some length. Hecontended, 
in short, that this House could not punish any 
member without a hearing, which would be the 
effect of the motion of the genteman from New 
Hampshire. 

The SPEAKER said it was not in order to 





_ Mr. HALE, in submitting his resolutions, said 
it was not so much with a view of producing an | 
important influence upon the action of the House | 


debate the question. 
Mr. SCHENCK said the point he wished to 
make was, that the select committee, under this 


as to put himself right before his constituents, and || motion, having no power but to report a resolu- 
thgt portion of the country who felt any interest || tion of censure, underan order of censure, it would 


in the actions of so humble an individual as him- 
self. He concurred entirely in the view taken of | 
the matter by the honorable gentleman from Ten- 
nessee. He believed something was due to the 
House, as the representatives of the dignity of the | 
people. What was the position now occupied by | 
the House? It was admitted that, while the House | 
were in session in Committee of the Whole, one 
member had given the lie to another; blows had 


been given; and an individual, not a member of | 


the House, had fired a pistol in upon the House 
and wounded one of the officers of the Capitol. 


we about? Taking any measure to vindicate the 
insulted dignity of the House, and the violated 
rights of the people? Not at all; but it was pro- 
posed to recommit, for the purpose of ascertain- 
ing with what tone of voice the gentleman from 
Kentucky had used the offensive words—in a tone 
of voice a little louder than his usual manner, or 


With these admitted facts before us, what were | 


| 


be the infliction of a punishment; which the House 
had no power to do without a trial and hearing 
| of the parties. 

The SPEAKER overruled the point of order. 

Mr. SCHENCK appealed from the decision of 
the Chair. 
| Mr. HAMLIN asked a question of the Chair. 

He desired to know whether, should the motion 
be adopted, and a resolution be reported in obedi- 
ence to the order of the House, would it then be 
within the control of the House to pass it or not, 
| after hearing the testimony ? 

The SPEAKER said that it would. 

The question was then put on the appeal; and 
it was decided in sustaining the decision of the 
Chair, without a division. 

Mr. BELSER inquired if the two resolutions 
were divisible. 

The SPEAKER said they were. 

Mr. HARALSON, before voting, desired to 














the contrary. He did not believe that the people 
were such casuists as to stop to inquire whether 
the tone was loud or not, so long as it was clear 
the offense had been committed. For himself, he 
must be permitted to say that, to his unsophisti- 


the modern school of honor, it did strike him that, 
if the affair was as stated by the gentleman from 
Kentucky, and the offensive words were whis- 

red or lisped into the ears of the gentleman from 


cool as he was at the present moment; if the act 
had not the apology of heat, of warm blood, of 
excited passion for its apology—then it stood out 
in bolder relief, in all its baldness and nakedness, 
inviting the unmitigated censure of this House, 
which he, for one, was ready to administer. 

It is time that the country understood this mat- 
ter. It is time that it was known whether, in this 
Hall, la was to be tolerated such as, it was 
admitted, been used in this case. It is time 
that it was known whether it was necessary for 


cated mind, untaught and unskilled as he was in | 


know of the chairman of the select committee, 
whether both the gentlemen were allowed the priv- 
ilege of cross-examining witnesses, and whether 
they were present at the examination of the tes- 
timony. 

Mr. SAUNDERS replied that they were. 

Mr. HARALSON. Then 1 shall be glad to 
have the report and evidence read, that we may 
act in the matter at once. 

Mr. HOUSTON made one or two remarks not 


ew York, instead of palliating, it magnified the ie heard. 
offense. If the gentleman was, as he alleged, as || Mr. 


HITE submitted to the Speaker whether 
it was not his bounden duty to require the whole 
of the evidence to be rfad. 

The SPEAKER said it would be read if any 
gentleman called for it. Did he understand the 
gentleman as wishing the evidence to be read? 

Mr. WHITE said that he did, if the resolu- 
tion was persisted in. 

Mr. HUNT, of New York, said that, with the 
view that members might have an opportunity of 
looking over the testimony, he moved to lay the 
subject on the table. 
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Mr. THOMPSON suggested to the gentleman 
that he had better move a postponement. 

Mr. ELMER was in favor of a postponement, 
and the printing of the papers. 

Mr. J. BRINKERH 
would be in order to move to postpone the sub- 
ject to a day certain? 

The SPEAKER said it would not be in order 
without a withdrawal of the pending motion. 

Mr. HALE withdrew his motion, and moved 
toipertnaee the subject till Monday next. 

r. BELSER said that he was opposed to post- 
poning action on this subject. He thought that 
the House was as well prepared td act on the 
matter now as hereafter. The committee have 
reported the facts to the House; and if they are 
incorrect, the House can now have the testimony 
read for its information. The facts, as disclosed 
in the report, show that both of the parties are 
in equal fault. They fought willingly, in a public 
ylace, in the midst of the people’s representatives, 
‘his, in legal contemplation, is an affray. The 
question is: will the House pass by an affray 
which takes place in the midst of its session, in 
full view of itsSpeaker? Ifthey think such con- 
duct does not merit censure, why, let them say so 
by refusing the instructions asked for in the first 
resolution. For himself, he would vote for the 
first resolution, and to reject the second. The 
ae were, ina legal sense, in pari delicto. They 
oth had an agency in bringing about the trans- 
action, and the law could hold them responsible 
for it, and this House should do the same. 

Some further remarks were made by Messrs. 
ELMER, DICKINSON, MORRIS of Pennsyl- 
vania, and SCHENCK. 

The question being divided, on motion of Mr. 
SCHENCK, was first taken upon the postpone- 
ment; and carried. 

Secondly, on printing the report; and upon this 
branch of the question the yeas and nays were 
demanded, and ordered; and Reine taken, resulted 
—yeas 102, nays 58; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Belser, Benton, 
James A. Black, Bower, Bowlin, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brod- 
head, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben 
Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Dana, Daniel, 
Richard D. Davis, Jou W. Davis Dean, Dougias, Drom- 
vole, Duncan, Dunlap, Elmer Farlee, Ficklin, Foster, 
syrain Green, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Hays, 
Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hubbell, Hungerford, James B. llunt, Cave Johnson, An- 
drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Pres- 
ton King, Kirkpatric’, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, Maclay, McCausien, McClelland, McCon- 
nell, McKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Par- 
menter, Payne, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, David 8. Reid, 
Reding, Relfe, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saun- 
ders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, John T. 
Sinith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, 
John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Sykes,Taylor, Thomp- 
son, Tibbatts, ‘'ucker, Weller, Wheaton, Williams, Wood- 
ward, a A. Wright, and Yost—102. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Milton Brown, Buffington, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, 
Chilten, Clinch, Clingman, Cranston, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Fish, Florence, 
Foot, Giddings, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, 
Harper, Hoge, Washington Hunt, Janks, Periey B. John- 
son, Johu P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, McClernand, Mc- 
Dowell, McIlvaine, Edward J. Morris, Nes, Newton, Pat- 
terson, Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, Rockwell, Rogers, Sam- 
ple, Schenck, Senter, Spence, Stephens, Andrew Stew- 
art, Tyler, Vance, Wethered, Winthrop, and William 
Wright—58. 


So the report was ordered to be printed. 
THE TARIFF. 


Mr. McKAY moved that the rules be sus- 
pended, and that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
for the purpose of resuming the consideration of 
the tariff bill; which motion, after a division, was 
carried, and the House resolved into committee 
accordingly, (Mr. Hopxss in the chair.) 

Mr. DUNCAN being entitled to the floor, ad- 
dressed the committee until the expiration of his 
hour. He noticed the remarks made by various 
gentlemen who had preceded him in this debate, 
one of whom had spoken of unanimity amongst 
the Whigs, and disuniof on the question of the 
Presidency amongst the Democracy; and he took 
the liberty of telling that gentleman that his notes 
of triumph were sounded too soon. Whoever 
might be nominated by the Baltimore Convention 
would receive his support, and the support of the 
entire Democratic party. That was good Democ- 
racy; and the Democracy, with any of the candi- 
dates which were presented for their suffrages, 
would be able, at the proper.time, to beat the oft- 





FF inquired whether it |! 














_ decided terms, against the annexation of 
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| beaten candidate of the other party, however 
oceeded 


united they may be. He ae to notice 
some of the promises of the Whig party in the 
contest of 1840, and to show the inconsistency of 
their principles. Healso desired the Clerk to read 
an ode to be sung by the *‘united”” Whig party 
on their approaching voyage up Salt river, to the 
tune of the Canadian boat song, ‘‘ Row, brothers, 
row!’’ After that he resumed his speech, and 
spoke of the principles of the Whigs as contra- 
distinguished from the constitutional principles 
of the Democracy. 


Mr. D. having given way, without concluding 


| his remarks, 


On motion of Mr. HAMMETT, the committee 
rose and reported progress. 


MEMBER SWORN IN. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE introduced his colleague, 


| Mr. 'T. H. Bayty, lately elected a member of the 


House from the Accomac district, in Virginia, to 
supply the vacancy occasioned by the resignation 
of Mr. Wise; an 
stitution of the United States was administered 
to Mr. B. by the Speaker. 

The House then adjourned, 





The following petitions, presented to-da*, were handed 
to the reporters by the members prowsenes them: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The memorial of Samuel Raub, 
jr., relating to the bursting of steamboat boilers, and the 
extinguishment of fires at sea; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, the memoria! of John K, Cooke, asking compensa- 
tion for expenses incurred by him when acting under an 
order of the Government. 

My Mr. SAMPLE: The petition of George S. Harris and 
twenty-two others, praying that some regulation may be 
made by law providing for the drainage of the wet lands in 
the Winamac and Fort Wayne land districts, in the State 
of Indiana. 

By Mr. BAKER: The petition of Rev. Moses Miller and 
seventy-one others, citizens of West Hanly, Massachusetts, 
asking for a reduction of the rates of postage. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of sixty-nine citi- 
zens of Cheshire, Massachusetts, and vicinity, praying that 
such a revision of the tariff may be made as will compel 
the importers of foreign wool to contribute a due propor- 
tion to the revenue, and give fae and encourage- 
iment to the numerous class of citizens engaged in agri- 
culture and wool growing, equal to that extended to the 
woolen manufactures and other branches of American 
industry. 

By Mr. MACLAY: The memorial of Arthur Bronson 
and others, for disaffirming a certain act of the Territorial 
Legislature of Wisconsin, relating to deeds on sales of lands, 
&c., for taxes. 

By Mr. WETHERED: A memorial of E. Ellery, C. W. 
Whittemore, and others, remonstrating against any change 
in the present tariff law. 

By Mr. McCAUSLEN: The petitions of John Cripps and 
David Johnston, for pensions; which were referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensious. 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The petition of Thomas Parks, for 
an increase of pension. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuespay, May 7, 1844. 

Mr. BAGBY presented the credentials of Hon. 
Dixon H. Lewis, who has been appointed by the 
Governor of Alabama a Senator from that State 
to fill the place so long filled by the Hon. W.R. 


King; which being read, he presented himself, 
and was qualified. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Mr. RIVES presented a memorial from the 
county of Madison, Virginia, urging the policy 
of an early annexation of Texas to the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. WHITE presented aremonstrance against 
the annexation of Texas to the United States, 
adopted ata meeting of citizens of Michigan City, 
Indiana; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented the proceedings of 
a general meeting of citizens of New Orleans, in 


| favor of the annexation of Texas to the United 


States; which was referred to the Committee on 


| Foreign Relations. 


Mr. BATES presented the proceedings of a 
meeting of the inbabienne of the town of Royals- 
ton, Massachusetts, remonstrating, in strong and 
exas 
to the United States; which was referred to the 
ray on Foreign Relations. ni. 

r. HANNEGAN presented a petition from 
several citizens of Indiana, in favor of the estab- 
lishment, by the Federal Government, of an agri- 
cultural institute, and asking Congress to appro- 


the oath to support the Con- 





May 7 
priate a part of the Smithsonian bequest { 
urpose; which was referred to th r that 
oe the Library. © the Committes 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEEs. 


Mr. MILLER, from the Comm 
District of Columbia, reported a bill for the filli 
and grading of square No. 249, belonging to ie 
United States, in the city of Washington; whist 
was read, and ordered to a second reading 

Mr. BERRIEN, from the Committee 


ittee on the 


ns ee on 
Judiciary, to whom were referred the momen 
and documents relating to the extension of the 


criminal jurisdiction of the United States disty; 

and circuit courts for the district of Arkansas - 
the Indian country, reported a bill supplements, , 
to the act entitled ‘‘ An act to regulate the trad 

and intercourse with the Indian tribes, and to = 
serve peace upon the frontiers,’’ passed June % 
1834; which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, without amend 


and with a recommendation that they do Pg 
the following bills from the House of Rocnee 


atives: 

A bill making appropriation for certain improye. 
mae on the western shore of Lake Mic igan; 
an 

A bill making appropriation to aid in completin 
the harbor of Racine, on the western shore of Lake 
Michigan. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a 
bill to provide for the appointment, and to regu- 
late the pay, of engineers and assistant engineers 
in the revenue service of the United States; which 
was read, and ordered to a second reading. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Several adverse reports of the standing com. 
mittees on private claims were taken up and con- 


-curred in by the Senate. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time, and 

assed: 

A bill té apply certain alternate sections of the 
public domain for the completion of works of 
internal improvement in the State of Michigan, 
and for other purposes; 

A bill to grant certain lands to the State of In- 
diana, the better to enable the said State to extend 
and complete the Wabash and Erie canal from 
Terre Haute to the Ohio river; and 

A bill for the relief of George Harrison. 


CUMBERLAND ROAD. 


The bill entitled ‘An act for the continuation 
of the Cumberland road in the States of Ohio, 
Indiana, and Illinois,’’ was read the third time; 
and the question being, Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. HENDERSON demanded the yeas and 
nays, which were ordered ; and the question being 
taken, resulted—yeas 20, nays 11; as follows: 

YEAS—Meessrs. Allen, Atchison, Bates, Benton, Breese, 
Choate, Francis, Fulton, Hannegan, Jarnagin, Johnson, 
Miller, Porter, Semple, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tap- 
pan, White, and Woodbridge—20. 

NAYS—Miessrs. Athertun, Beery Clayton, Evans, Fair- 


field, Henderson, Huger, McDuffie, Phelps, Rives, and 
Woodbury—l1. 


So the bill was passed. 


PAY OF THE NAVY. 


The Senate bill supplementary to the act enti- 
tled “An act to regulate the pay of the Navy of 
the United States,’ was next taken up and read 
the third time; and the question being, Shall the 
bill pass? 

r. ALLEN demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being put, 
resulted—yeas 23, nays 13; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bates, Bayard, Choate, Clayton, Evans, 
Fairfield, Francis, Henderson, Huger, Huntington, Jarna- 
ee Johnson, Mangum, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, ay | 

ives, Simmons, Sturgeon, White, Woodbridge, 
Woodbury—23. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bayby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Fulton, Hannegan, McDuffie, Semple, Sevier, 
Tappan, and Walker—13. 

So the bill was passed. 


[The above bill provides indemnity to officers, 
seamen, and —— ev lost a me me 
roperty on the Unit tes ships 0 ’ 
whack Reve been or may be lost by chipwreck 
or otherwise, except by capture.} 
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TRESPASS ON INDIAN LANDS. 


The bill from the House to prevent trespass on 
Indian lands was read twice, and referred to 
ihe Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PREEMPTION RIGHTS. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the bill for the relief of citizens of towns on lands 
of the United States, under certain circumstances 
_the question pending being on the motion of 
Mr. Harwoop to insert in the fourth line of the 
jill, after the word ‘* occupied,” the words *‘ be- 
fore the passage of this act,’’ so as to destroy the 
rospective preémption right to lots in towns laid 
ron the public lands. : 

Mr. JARNAGIN opposed this amendment, 
paintainin that he saw no good reason why 
those Who ocated a quarter section of land, and 

‘dof a town thereon, should not be as much 
entitied to the right of preémption to the lots in 
gid town as those who located a quarter section 
fragicultural purposes. If it was right and just 
in the one case, it was in the other. If the poli- 
cy were wise as to the past, so it would be for 
the future. He was therefore in favor of making 
the right of preémption to those town lots pro- 
spective as well as retrospective. 

The question was then put on the amendment, 
and it was rejected, 

Oa motion of Mr. ATCHISON, the bill was 
so amended as to protect the several interests of 
the individuais holding lots in any towns laid off 
on the public lands. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, the bill was fur- 
ther amended, so as to make it conform to the 
prospective principle of rights of preémption. 

The bill was then reported to the Senate; and 
the several amendments being concurred in, it was 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 


THE TARIFF. 


Onmotion of Mr. EVANS, the Senate resumed 
the consideration of the resolution of the Finance 
Committee for the indefinite postponement of the 
bill introduced by Mr. McDurrie, to reduce the 
rates of duties under the present tariff to the 
standard of the compromise act. 

Mr. BAGBY addressed the Senate for nearly 
two hours, in opposition to the protective policy. 
In his prefatory. remarks, he considered the su 
ject of discussion under three heads: first, in 
relation to the question of jurisdiction; second, 
in reference to the violation of the compromise 
oo and third, with regard to the special tariff of 
1842. 

On the first head he dwelt but briefly—admit- 

ting at once that he did not subscribe to the doc- 
trine that the Senate had the power, under the 
Constitution, of originating such a bill as that 
introduced by the honorable and distinguished 
Senator from South Carolina, [Mr. McDurrie;] 
and therefore he should give his assent to the reso- 
lutions reported by the Finance Committee. But, 
the discussion on these resolutions having em- 
braced the widest latitude of debate on the general 
merits of the tariff policy, he had come to the 
conclusion that it was due to that section of 
country to which he belonged, and to the State 
which he had the honor in pat to represent, that 
he should offer to the Senate, on the present 
occasion, the observations which it was his pur- 
pose to make in reference to the policy of the 
protective system. 

With regard to the second head—that relating 
to the compromise act—he never had viewed that 
measure in the same favorable light in which it 
had been viewed by some of his friends. He had 
uniformly entertained the opinion that the com- 
promise was calculated to do more harm than 
good; leaving the impression that one side de- 
manded more than it was entitled to, and the other 
asked less than it considered its just rights. This 
led to an assumption of pretensions which neces- 
sarily roused resistance; a resistance which he 
trusted never would be abated till it succeeded in 
abolishing the system of protection which threw 
the burden of taxation on the real labor and in- 
dustry of the country, for the exclusive benefit 
of a small and exclusive class. 

It was upon the third head—that of the tariff 
act of 1842—that Mr. B. more particularly dwelt. 

© reviewed it as a measure of protection in 
contradistinction to a measure for revenue; show- 
ing that it was impossible to find authority for 


. 


its principles or purposes either in the Constitu- | 
tion or in the declarations of the fathers of the 
Revolution. He denied that the slightest grounds | 
could be fairly deduced from these sources for 
the doctrine of discrimination, even for purposes 
of incidental protection; the only possible admis- 
sion of the word discrimination being with refer- 
ence to revenue—for the sake of revenue—and 
not for the sake of protecting any branch of in- || 
dustry by contributionslevied upon otherbranches 
of industry. 

In the course of Mr. B.’s remarks upon the 
grounds taken by the Senators from Massachu- | 
setts, (Messrs. Bates and Cuoare,] he expati- | 
ated largely, particularly in reference to the self- 
gratulation with which they denied the agency of 
that State in bringing about the tariff policy of 
1816 and 1824, and their attempt to throw the 
origin of that system upon the South. He gave 
a minute historical sketch of the circumstances 
which had influenced the statesmen of 1816 to 
resort to a tariff which they then conceived neces- 
sary in view of paying off the debt incurred b 
the war in which the country had been involved. 
And he showed that, no sooner had Massachu- | 
setts tasted of the exciting stimulant of protection 
growing out of the tariffs of 1824 and 1828, than 
she became intoxicated with it, and reversed her 
position. To contrast her present position with 
that which she occupied in 1820, he would ask 
the Secretary of the Senate to read, for the edifi- | 
cation of the Senate, a very striking lesson frora | 
the book of Daniel. 

{Here Mr. B. forwarded to the Secretary’s 
table a manuscript sheet, which many present, 
for a moment, really thought was an extract from | 
the book of Daniel. It was read as follows, oc- 
casioning much laughter:] 

“ The following resolutions were moved by Mr. Webster | 
in 1820, aud adopted by a town meeting of the town of | 
Boston: 

** Resolved, That we have regarded with pleasure the 
establishment and success of manufactures among us, and 
consider their growth, when natural and spontaneous, and 
not the effect of a system of bounties and protection, as an 
evidence of general wealth and prosperity. 

“ Resolved, That, relying on the ingenuity, enterprise, 
and skill of our fellow-citizens, we believe that all manu- 
factures adapted to our character and circumstances will | 
be introduced and extended so soon, and as far, as will 
promote the public interests, without any further protection 
than they now receive. 

Resolved, That no objection ought ever to be made to 
any amount of taxes equally apportioned and imposed for 
the purpose of raising revenue neeessary for the support 
of Government; but that taxes imposed on the people for 
the sole benefit of any one class of men are equally incon- 
sistent with the principles of our Constitution and with 
sound judgment. 

Resolved, ‘hat the supposition that, until the proposed 
tariff, or some similar measure, be adopted, we are, and 
shall be, dependent on foreigners for the means of sub- 
sistence and defense, is, in our opinion, altogether falla- 
cious and fanciful, and derogatory to the character of this 
nation. 

* Resolved, That high bounties on such domestic manu- 
factures as are principally benefited by that tariff favor 
great capitalists rather than personal industry or the owners 
of small capital, and therefore we do not perceive its tend- 
ency to promote national industry. 

Resolved, 'That we are equally incapable of discovering 
its beneficial effects on agriculture, since the obvious con- 
sequence of its adoption would be, the farmer must give 
more than he now does for all he buys, and receive less for 
all he sells. 

Resolved, That the imposition of duties, which are now 
enormous, and decmed by a large portion of the people to 
be unequal and unjust, is dangerous, as it encourages the 
practice of smuggling. 

Resolved, That, in our opinion, the proposed tariff, and 
ra upon which it is avowedly formed, would, 
if adopted, have a tendency, however different may be the 
motives of those who recommend them, to diminish the 


industry, impede the prosperity, and corrupt the morals of 
the people.”’ 


Mr. B. commented at considerable length on 
these resolutions, praising the sound Democratic 
doctrine which they inculcated, and contrasted 
the principles they maintained with the avowed 
principles of the present Senators from Massachu- 
setts. . 

Mr. ATHERTON obtained the floor; and on 
his motion the subject was laid on the table. 


GREAT WESTERN RAILROAD. 


The general orders were then called; and the 
first bill taken up was Senate bill No. 90, to grant 
to the Great Western Railway Company a right 
of way through thepublic lands of the United 
States, and for other purposes. 

The purpose of this bill is to grant to the State 
of Illinois, for the construction of the Great West- 
ern railroad, the right of way for one hundred feet 
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on each side of the track from Cairo, in that State, 
to the lakes, a distance of four hundred and fifty 
miles, and to allow the State a preémption right, 
at the minimum price per acre for ten years, to 
the two sections of the public lands in width, on 





| each side of the road, yet undisposed of, through 


the whole length. 

The bill was then taken up, as in Committee of 
the Whole, as printed with amendments heretofore 
adopted, and subject to further consideration and 
amendment. 

No further amendments being offered, the bill 
was reported back to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments, as printed, were concurred in. 

On the question of engrossment, 

Mr. JARNAGIN inquired what number of 
acres would be granted by this bill, and what was 
ees length of the route? 

r. BREESE replied that the length of the 
route would be about four hundred and fifty miles; 
and that no grant of lands was made to the State 
by the bill, which only gave the rights of pre- 
emption at the Government price of the lands, for 
the contiguous sections. The Government would 
gain by the construction of the work, in the in- 
creased value of the public domain thus brought 
into market; and the State would be enabled to 
complete a work of great public utility. 

Mr. EVANS suggested a change necessary to 
confine the right of way and preémption to those 
ata of the route actually made or in use. 

e moved to strike out the words ** may progress 
and’’ in the second and third lines of the first 
section, and to insert the words ‘in actual use.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. EVANS objected to the term of ten years, 
as being an unreasonable time for continuing the 
right of preémption. 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE explained the views ofthe 
Committee on Public Lands in reference to the 
age advantages which would result to the pub- 

ic domain from the completion of the road, and 
explained that until some such avenue of com- 
munication was opened up, those lands would not, 
for a length of time, come into market. 

Mr. EVANS thought five years would be long 
enough. Ile would not, however, press the ob- 
jection. He thought the right of preemption ex- 
tended too far. It would embrace upwards of a 
million acres, covering sixteen miles in width, 
and four hundred and fifty miles in length, of the 
public domain. That appeared to him unreason- 
able and unnecessary. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved to amend the bill in the 
sixteenth line of the first section, by striking out 
the words *‘ at each side of the road;"’ the effect 
of which would be to reduce the right of way 
from two hundred feet in width, as proposed by 
the bill, to one hundred feet, originally contem- 
plated by the committee. 

The PRESIDENT explained that, in this stage 
oe bill, a motion to strike out was not im 
rder. 

Mr. TAPPAN observed that, if the bill could 
not be so amended, he should be constrained to 
vote against it, 

The PRESIDENT remarked that, by general 
assent, the amendment could be admitted. 

Mr. TAPPAN explained why the amendment 
was necessary. 

This point was debated by Messrs. WOOD- 
BRIDGE, TAPPAN, and BREESE. 

On motion of Mr. EVANS, the bill was so 
amended that the preémption right was confined 
to four miles in width on each side of the road, 
instead of eight. ; 

Mr. JARNAGIN objected that in case of fail- 
ure in the project, or the road falling into disuse, 
no provision was made for reversion to the United 
States. ? 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE pointed out a section of 
the bill providing for such contingencies, ; 

Mr. HAYWOOD suggested a difficulty which 
might arise as to the competency of the State to 
transfer the granted rights to a private company. 

Mr. BREESE did not see any such difficulty; 
the State itself would arrange that matter. 7 

The question then recurred on ordering the bill 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

The yeas and nays having been called for and 
ordered, it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
20, nays 9; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Benton, 
Berrien, Breese, Crittenden, Evans, Francis, Jarnagin, 
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Jounson, McDuffie, Merrick, Porter, Semple, Simmons, 
Tappan, Woodbridge, and Woodbury—20. 
NAYS—Mesars. Archer, Atherton, Bagby, Clayton, Fair- 
field, Haywood, Lewis, Mangum, and Miller—9. 
So the bill was ordered to be engrossed, as 
amended, and read a third time. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion of Mr. BENTON, the Senate went 


into executive session. 
After some time spent therein, the doors were 
reopened, and the Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, May 7, 1844. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
On motion of Mr. McKAY, the rules were sus- 


penées. and the House resolved itself into the | 


Zommittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, || had the right to equalize the condition of the peo- 


i} 


and resumed the consideration of the tariff bill. 


Mr. DUNCAN resumed and concluded his || 


speech. 
purpose of imposing duties upon imports was to 
raise revenue sufficient for an economical admin- 
istration of the Government. If the dangerous 
principle were admitted, that they had a right to 
go beyond this, upon such principle they might 
raise any number of millions of Tallare. Who, 
he asked, were to be benefited by a high tariff? 
The manufacturers, of whom there were not more 
than three hundred and fifty thousand in the Uni- 
ted States; and of these, one hundred and fifty 
thousand at least were subjects of Great Britain. 
What comparison did this number bear to the 
whole population of this country ?—a population 


comprising near eighteen million people? This | 


iniquitous tariff, then, imposed an average duty 
of fifty per cent. on all articles consumed by eigh- 
teen million people, for the benefit of three hun- 


dred and fifty thousand, of whom one hundred || 


and a thousand are foreigners. 
Mr. D.’s hour having expired, 


Mr. HARDIN addressed the committee in favor || Constitution of the United States had not been 


of the protective system, occupying his hour ina 
variety of statistical details, for the purpose of 
showing that the farming interest was greatly 
benefited by the operations of that system. 

Mr. RHETT next obtained the dete, and ad- 
dressed the committee. The gentleman from 
Maine who addressed the House a few days ago 


spoke in contemptuous terms of constitutional || for the use, too, of classes and corporations. 


scruples. He confessed he was influenced by 
constitutional scruples. The patriots who fell at 
Lexington, Concord, and the battle of the Cow- 
pens, bled for constitutional scruples. If consti- 
tutional scruples were disregarded, what would 
become of the liberties of the people of the United 
States? He meant to address himself to consti- 
tutional scruples. It was not the millions which 


were wrung from the people by the Government | United States and foreign nations, why was it 


| not good between the States? Why should not 


which had occasioned them the greatest anxiety 
and distress, but it was because they had stricken 
down the Constitution and practically enslaved 
the citizens of this Confederacy—no, not of this 
Confederacy, but of a portion of the Confederacy. 
The question was not how much the Government 
might take from the people, but whether it had a 
right to take at all. 

He had heard a great deal said about the bene- 
fits of the tariff, and they had a very labored 
report upon the subject, but one single line of for- 
eign prices would blow up the whole theory. It 
was said that the labor of this country Siehd not 
compete with the labor of Europe without pro- 
tective duties, because labor there costs but half 
as much as here, and capital commanded but half 
asmuch. There could be no protection but pro- 
tection against foreign commodities. Gentlemen 
said they would extend the benefits of protection 
all over the Mion. But how could protection be 
}rotection unless it were partial? If it were uni- 
versal, it would destroy itself. If all were equall 
protected, then none were protected, It was all 
a humbug from beginning toend. It was impos- 
sible for protection to be universal; it was con- 
trary to the order of Providence; it was perfectly 
inefhcacious. If there was a country under the 
sin which ought to possess within itself every- 
thing necessary for any nation, that country was 
the United States. 

What country under the sun comprehended so 
great a variety of soil and climate? Yet had they 
uot a variety of interests which protection could 
not aid? ‘This was the case with respect to the 
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He maintained that the only legitimate || ric they have erected. He contended that this sys- 
| tem was not only contrary to the Constitution, 


| 


| 





| from one class of citizens and give to another, 


system, if carried out, would, in the end, lead to 


| that there were but three men in the world, and 





| Constituuon itself, but the mightiest effort for free 





| tariff. No; those 





agricultural interest, Did agriculturists ask pro- 
tection? Could this Government give them pro- 
tection? They wanted none, nor could they receive 
any. Protection, therefore, was partial in its op- 
eration. The system could only benefit those with 
whom European labor could come in competition. 
The operation of the system was not only to take 


but to enable one class to become tax-gatherers, 
and, by their own act, to determine how much 
they should collect from other classes. He con- 
fessed he had constitutional scruples upon this 
subject. It surrendered up the laborer into the 
hands of the capitalist. 

Mr. R. warned the protection party that their 


what they so much deprecated—agrarianism. Let 
the principle be established that this Government 


ple» and the swarming millions of the northern 
1ive will, in time, rise up and tear down the fab- 


but contrary to the natural rights of man. He laid 
it down as a principle that, as an individual had 
no right to take property without the consent of 
the owner, neither had the whole body associated 
into a government a right to do it. 

He would suppose a familiar case. Suppose 
one of them caught a coon and skinned him: 
would either of the rentaining two have a right to 
take the skin from him? Assuredly not. Sup- 
pose, then, these three men associated themselves 
into a government: would the majority of these 
three then have the right to take the coon skin 
from the owner, and give it to one of the others? 
If they had not the right before, how would the 
right be imparted by their associating themselves 
intoa government? He asked if the forming a 


| government gave the right of taking property ? 


No one would answer that it would. But the 
left so bare as to give even by construction so 
dangerous a power. The Constitution provided 
that private property should not be taken for 
public use without compensation. Now, if the 
question was of taking private property for pub- 
lic use, the Constitution would justify it; but it 
was taking private property for private use, and 


Gentlemen talked very sneeringly of free trade; 
and in all this they were consistent; and, in doing 
so, outraged the Constitution. What was the 


trade? What formed the Constitution but free 
trade, and the necessity of preventing one State 


| from impeding the commerce of the others? If 
| this principle of protection was good between the 


Virginia protect her industry; or why should not 
South Carolina protect hers? If the system was 
good in one way, why was it not good between 
the States? and why should it notexist? Mr. R. 
continued his argument, showing the oppression 
and injustice of the protective system, up to the 
conclusion of his hour. 

Mr. CALDWELL next proceeded to address 
the committee. He said it was the duty of a peo- 
ple to provide for the support of its Government; 
and the settled policy of this Government ap- 

ared to be, to raise its revenue by taxes on 
imports; but the moment the tariff was increased 
beyond a revenue standard, it became a system 
of legalized plunder. The question here involved 
was not a question between this and foreign coun- 


| tries, but between different sections of this coun- 


} 
j 
| 


| try; it was a question whether a part of this coun- 


try should be made to bear all the burdens of the 
Government, and the question came to this: shall 
we build up this manufacturing and ironmonger- 
ing aristocracy at the expense of the hard earn- 
ings of the poorer citizens of this Commonwealth? 
The first tariff ever laid in this country imposed 
a duty of five per cent. on iron and woolen man- 
ufactures, and seven and a half per cent. upon 
cotton manufactures; and yet they were told that 
their revolutionary fathers went for a protective 

Lenest patriots had an instinct- 
ive horror of heavy taxation on the people, and 


| they had not learned the modern doctrine that the 


foreign producer paid the tax. He next made 


| some allusion to the preceding tariff acts, and then 
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May 


proceeded to notice the tariff act of 1949 |, 
some of the circumstances attending its enact, an 
He said the act of 1842 was passed in nom 
of the a eri faith of the Twenty-Seventh 5 
ress; and that it was a fraud upon the country, 
his was susceptible of proof; and, for that 2. 
ose, he quoted from several speeches mer 
Mr. Clay and other Whig leaders, and a y 
the frequency of their professed devotion oa 
compromise act. . 
He went into a minute statement of t 
levied by the act of 1842 on those arti 
were of indispensable use to his consti 
showed that his people were taxed on an aye 
at the rate of one hundred and eleven per cent 
It was not the South only which the advocate 
of a high protective tariff would have to contend 


he taxes 
cles which 
tuents; and 


against. The light of truth was burstine 
the West. They began to be aware of ite iniga 


tous operation. The people of the West 
not unwilling to be taxed for the Governmen, 
they love, They would, after that, shoulder their 
rifles, and march wherever an invading foe jp. 
vited them, in defense of their household gods and 
their firesides; but the misfortune was, that the 
tax, instead of going to the Government, went to 
swell the purses of the proud capitalists, They 
of the West were deeply interested in the pros. 
perity of the South. As long as the South was 
prosperous, they could command good prices for 
their productions; but when gloom and disaster 
pervaded the South, it was thrown back upon 
the West in the form of utter desolation and 
ruin. 

Mr. C. adverted to the origin of the existin 
tariff law, and animadverted upon the acts of the 
Whig party generally. 

Mr. STEPHENS said he came from a section 
of the country which had been said to be robbed 
by the protective system, and was to be relieved 
from it by the destruction of that system. He 
would therefore, in the remarks he was about to 
make, show that it had no such effect. The gen. 
tleman from South Carolina (Mr. Ruerr] said 
that the tariff of 1842 was a violation of the Con- 
stitution; and he wished the gentleman was in his 
seat, that he might ask him how it was so. He 
would ask that question of the gentleman from 
Alabama, who addressed the House the other 
day on the subject. He would ask him how that 
bill violated the Constitution ? 

Mr. BELSER, in reply to the gentleman from 
Georgia, admitted that this Government was 
framed to protect life, liberty, and property, and 
to protect its citizens in the enjoyment of these 
blessings. But Mr. B. contended that protection 
to manufactures never entered into their contem- 
plation; that the protection spoken of by them 
was to secure to the citizen the right to the enjoy- 
ment of those great privileges; that a tariff laid on 
imports, with an eye alone to revenue, was con- 
stitutional; but when laid directly with an eye to 
protection, it was unconstitutional; that, so faras 
agriculture was concerned, it was out of the power 
of this Government fo protect that branch of Amer- 
ican industry; and that, therefore, protection could 
not be extended generally to all interests, as con- 
tended for by the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. STEPHENS then said that he understood 
the gentleman that if the Government, in raising 
a revenue, looked to the industry of the country, 
that was a violation of the Constitution. The 

entleman from South Carolina also said that the 

onstitution was established on the principles of 
free trade. Now, he was prepared to show that, 
so far from the Constitution being for the estab- 
lishment of free trade, one of its main objects was 
the protection of the industry of the country. Mr. 
S. next spoke of the operations of the tariff law 
in the section of country he came from, and con- 
tended that, so far from its being unjust and op- 
acess it had operated there most beneficently. 

or his part, he knew that his section of the coun- 
try was not oppressed by it. The people of his 
country felt none of the burdens which were 80 
loudly complained of; and while the sold what 
they had dearer, and bought what they wanted 
cheaper, than they did before the passage of the 
lew of 1842, it was hard to convince them that 
they were oppressed. Mr. S. produced a list of 


Were 


the prices of a number of the articles consumed 
in his country to show that they were lower than 


they were before. He then went on to argue that 
the bill on the table would not produce revenue 
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sent for the annual expenditures of the Gov- 
oe, and provide for the public debt. 

Mr. S. appealed to the reduction of prices 
gnder the tariff of 1842; and he asked the gentle- 
nan from Alabama how else it was to be accounted 




















? 

Our. BELSER asked of the gentleman from 
ia if the reduction of the price of the arti- 
des spoken of by him was alone confined to this 
country? He further inquired of him whether a 
ore than corresponding reduction had not taken 
ace in the price of the same articles in Great 
Biain? He still further asked him if the market 
of Great Britain was in any manner affected in 
ices by competition from the introduction of 
manufactures of this country into that. Unless 
the gentleman from Georgia could show a differ- 
ent state of facts to exist in the premises, he be- 
lieved that he would derive no advantage from 
his position. The same articles stated by the 
ntleman to have decreased in price here, having 
cheapened in at least a corresponding degree in 
Great Britain, without being operated on by com- 
ition from thie country, it clearly shows that 
the result of low prices here, spoken of by the gen- 
tleman, must Le attributed to some other cause 
than the tariff cf 1842. He attributed it to many 
causes, to wit: to arestricted currency; toa lesser 
disposition to purchase in both countries, in con- 
sequence of the change in currency; to a growing 
spirit of economy on both sides of the water; to 
the improvement of machinery, and a reduction 

in the price of labor. 

Mr. STEPHENS replied, that the tariff act of 
1842 had had the effect of reducing the prices in 
England, and, he contended, to bring down the 
prices still more. He then proceeded with his 
remarks, with which he consumed the residue of 
his hour. 

Mr. RATHBUN next obtained the floor. He 
had been listening for many days to the discus- 
sion upon this bill, with a view to ee some 
new light upon the subject; but the greater pro- 

rtion of the speeches which had been made had 
wandered far from the question before the House. 
For his own part, he should confine himself to 
the immediate question before the committee. It 
was one of the most important subjects that could 
be agitated before Congress. It was a question 
upon which different sections of the Union neces- 
sarily differed, and it could only be satisfactorily 
settled by mutual concession. The operation of 
the system was unequal and unjust; affording 
high protection to the manufacturer, and little or 
no protection to the farmer. They had been told 
that high duties made low prices. This was not 
deserving of a serious answer; it was an absurd- 
ity,and bore the evidence of absurdity on its 
very face. High duties upon a particular article, 
it was true, might produce a hot-bed growth, and 
force capital into that aaa trade, and reduce 
the price; but to say that the reduction of prices 
was owing to the existence of high duties, was 
too gross an absurdity to require a serious answer. 
It was said that, under the operation of this tariff, 
the country is in the most prosperous condition, 
and that specie was flowing into the country. 
Would it not be as good an evidence of prosper- 
ity, if it could be thown that our exports had 
increased, and that, instead of importing specie, 
we had imported an amount, equal to our in- 
creased exportation, of foreign productions? 

Mr. R. went on to say that almost every gen- 
tleman who had addressed the committee in favor 
of the protective system had spoken of the pros- 

rity that had resulted from the tariff of 1840. 

ow, where was this prosperity to be found? 
Was it in the price of flour, which was selling in 
New York at four dollars per barrel? Was it in 
the price of beef and pork, which were selling at 
corresponding low prices in the same market? 
Gentlemen said that the influx of specie ini the 
country was an evidence of this prosperity, which 
in his opinion was a great error. But if the tariff 
of 1840 had produced so much prosperity, he 
wanted to know if it had regulated ex ‘. 
Exchanges were now in a more healthfal state 
than they ever had been before; in fact, from one 
end of the country to another, exchange costs no 
more than the cost of transportation and the risk 
and insurance. 

Now, if the Whig porte ed succeeded at the 
eXtra session in getting a bank, they would have 
said that their bank had regulatedexchanges. The 


off because the importations fell off. But did an 
gentleman give the true cause for the falling o 
of the revenue ? 
mense amount of State stocks which were sent to 


in British goods? The ban 
and even the States themselves could not meet 
their engagements. State stocks depreciated so 


goods. The banks, having failed, were pressing 
their debtors so that there was a scarcity of money; || 
credit was paral yzed,and business was prostrated. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 
a . . 

gentleman from Georgia said that he wanted a 

national bank to regulate exchanges; but the gen- || from Kentucky had the right to talk as 

tleman knew that exchanges were managed better 

now without a bank than they ever were with one. || 

The gentleman also imputed all the calamities of || that Texas would make a good market for Ken- 


1840 to the want of a high tariff. The revenue fell || 
Did gentlemen recollect the im- || 
Europe and sold, and the a brought back 


s failed in every State, 


that no more could be sent to England to buy 


| and sure 
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Mr. DUNCAN insisted that the 


| In committee, 


Mr. TIBBATTS said he was going to show 


tucky bagging, if she was annexed to the Union; 
ly if the ‘bargain and intrigue”’ was 
pertinent, this would be in order. 
Mr. WELLER again urged on the gentleman 
from New York, that if he persisted in his objec- 
tions, the committce would be broken up; and 


| there were many gentlemen who desired to speak 


to-night, as only three speeches could be delivered 
to-morrow up to the hour (two o’clock) at which, 
by a resolution of the House, this debate was to 
| be stopped. ’ 





Here was enough to account for the falling off of 


importations and the consequent loss of revenue, || 


without attributing it to the want of a high tariff. 
But they had been told much about free trade; 
and he supposed that it would be written out and | 
published in all the Whig speeches that the Dem- | 
ocratic party were in favor of free trade, and, 
consequently, directtaxation. Now, he had never 
heard such doctrines advocated here; but, on the 
contrary, the utmost that the Democrats went for 
was revenue—which, while it afforded a revenue 
sufficient for the wants of the Government, would 
afford incidental protection to manufactures, but 
not to the extent of giving bounties to one class 
of the community at the expense of another. Mr. 
R. next adverted to the number of persons en- | 
gaged in manufactures, showing how small a 
number they were in proportion to the whole pop- 
ulation of the United States; and ifthe shipwrights, 
carpenters, bricklayers, millers, &c., were sub- | 
tracted, whose labor, not coming in competition 
with foreign productions, had no protection, the 
number left, and for whose benefit such high taxes 
were imposed on the people, was reduced to a 
very triflingextent. He was nota Clay man; but 
he must insist upon it that the doctrines preached 


Mr. DOUGLAS also urged that many gentle- 
| men desired to speak to-night, as a reason why 
| the objection should be withdrawn. 
Mr. TIBBATTS said he did not desire to speak 
| out of order; but as he did not consider his re- 
| marks irrelevant, if the Chairman sustained the 
| objection, he should appeal from that decision. 
| Mr. HOUSTON remarked that, if the commit- 
| tee came to a vote, it would be broken up, for it 
| was evident there was not a quorum present. 
Mr. BARNARD said he had no desire to break 
up the committee, and therefore he would with- 
draw his objection. 
Mr. TIBBATTS then proceeded with his re- 
marks, and discussed the advantages of the an- 
nexation of Texas. Mr. T.here read an extract 
from the letter of Mr. Van Buren, which he said 
was the ablest on the constitutional point which 
had been written. Let gentlemen no longer say 
| that the position occupied by Mr. Clay and Mr. 
| Van Buren were the same. They were as far 

apart as the eastfrom the west. From Mr. Clay 
| they could never expect assent to the annexa- 
| tion, for it would be his political death. As to 
_ Mr. Van Buren, all they had to do was to get the 
| assent of both Houses of Congress, and he was 
| pledged, in that event, to aid in carrying it into 
| effect. But there was another party; and he 








by Mr. Clay himself on this subject were infinitely 
a than what his followers preached on that 
oor. 

Mr. Clay said he was for a tariff producing 
sufficient revenue for the wants of the Govern- 
ment, aad giving incidental protection to manu- 
factures. Here his followers avowed that they 
were for a tariff whose sole object was protection. 


| regretted that Mr. Van Buren was not at the head 
| of that party. That party was for the immediate 
| annexation, and to that party he belonged. They 
| were looking out for a leader, and he had no 
| doubt they would find one. He was of opinion 
that the question should be no longer delayed. 
He was in favor of acting upon the question now. 
Mr. T. spoke until the expiration of his hour, 


in favor of the immediate annexation of Texas. 


In the South, Mr. Clay was for a tariff of twenty 
percent. Now, while the Democratic party were || War between Mexico and Texas had ceased since 
for giving a tariff with thirty per cent., the Whigs | the battle of San Jacinto. All the subsequent 
charged them with a design to break down the || warlike demonstrations had been but marauding 
manufactures of the country. | expeditions which were a disgrace to any nation. 

Mr. TIBBATTS next obtained the floor; and || He ry a a postponement of the matter, be- 
after speaking some time on the protective policy, || cause Great Britain would undoubtedly bring her 
made some remarks on the annexation of Texas || influence to bear to prevent the ultimate and ami- 


to this Union, and caused the Clerk to read a letter 

from General Jackson in favor of annexation. 

He proceeded to comment on that question. 
Mr. BARNARD rose to a question of order. 


He said he could not consent, so far as he was || 


concerned, to the discussion of the annexation of 
Texas at this time. 

Mr. WELLER remarked that the colleague of 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Wurre] had 
been allowed to discuss the question of *‘ bargain 
and sale,’’ and the gentleman from New York 
had not called him to order. And it must be 
recollected, that in Committee of the Whole great 
latitude of debate was allowed. Speeches had 
been made already on all other questions than 
the bill before the committee, and his friend from 
th (Mr. Tissatts] now only proposed 
incidentally to discuss the annexation of Texas 
to the United States, which had certainly more 
to do with the tariff than the “ bargain and sale,” 
in connection with the election of 1824. 

Mr. STEENROD hoped the gentleman from 
New York would withdraw his objection, as it 
would only have the effect of breaking up the 
committee. [{t was now near five o’clock, and 
there was but a small portion of a quorum in 
eee 

Mr. BARNARD said the annexation of Texas 
had nothing to do with the merits of the question 
before the committee, and he could not consent to 
its discussion. 


Mr. TIBBATTS said he would show the gen- 
tleman from New York that there was a connec- 


tion, before he got through. 


| cable adjustment of the question of annexation 
| between Texas and this country. 
| Mr. WELLER moved that the committee rise; 
| which motion was rejected—ayes 18, noes 50. 
No quorum voting, 
| The committee rose, and reported that fact to 
| the House. 
| Mr.HAMLIN moved that the House adjourn; 
but the yeas and nays being ordered, Mr. H. 
withdrew the motion. 
On motion of Mr. STEPHENS, (it then being 
a little after five o’clock,) the House took a recess 
until seven o’clock. 








EVENING SESSION. 

At seven o’clock the Speaker took the chair, 
but there were very few members present. An 
adjournment was moved, on which the yeas and 
nays were ordered; and, as the roll was called, 
several other members appeared. The House 

to the motion to adjourn—yeas 22, nays 14. 

The House then adjourned. 


| 
| 
| 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them + 

By Mr. THOMPSON : The petition of J. K. Coffin, M. 
Tubb, and one hundred and twenty-three others, 
the establishment of a mail route from issis- 
sippi, via Conn Ferry, to Franklin, in said State; which 
was referred to the Commitiee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads. 
dacs et Cmte ba a a. 
o pra a on account of ser- 
See antl iste Navy of the United States 
in the war of the Revolution. 
By Mr. RUSSELL: The petition of the widow Hannah 
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Dubois, praying, for a pension for services rendered by her 
deceased husband in the late war; which was referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARLEE: The petition of A. R. Dennis and one 
hundred and twenty-four others, citizens of Warren coun- 
ty, New Jersey, for a post road from Stanhope, in the 
ey, Sussex, via Allamuchy, Johnsonbury, Macks- 
boro, Blairstown, and Walnut Vall , to Columbia, in said 
eounty of Warren; which was referred to the Commitee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr.C.J. INGERSOLL: The proceedings of a meet- 
ing of the Democracy of the first congressional district, in 
the State of Pennsylvania, held on the 3d day of May, 1844, 
favorable to the immediate annexation of Texas to this 
Union, and expressive of their confidence in John Tyler. 








LN SENATE. 
Wepnespar, May 8, 1844. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, made an adverse report on the 
memorial of Peter A. Carnes, praying indemnity 
for losses sustained by him vei a sutler in the 
Aemy; which was ordered to lie on the table, and 
be printed. 

n motion of Mr. EVANS, the Committee on 
Finance, to whom was referred the memorial of 
a number of merchants of Baltimore, Maryland, 
praying for a drawback on domestic spirits dis- 
tilled from foreign molasses exported equal to the 
duty paid on the raw material, was discharged 
from its further consideration, the subject having 
been reported adversely upon heretofore. 

Mr. . also, from the same committee, reported 
back, with an amendment, which was ordered to 
be printed, the bill from the House for the relief 
of John Frazer and George A. Trenholm. 

Also, on motion of Mr, E., the Committee on 
Finance was discharged from the further consid- 
tration of the petition of John Frazier & Co., 
praying that a sum of money exacted from them 
for a violation of the revenue laws may be re- 
funded. 

Mr. E. also, from the same committee, reported 
sack, withoutamendment, and with arecommend- 
ation that it do not pass, the bill from the House 
making an appropriation to defray the expenses 
of the session of the Assembly of the Territory 
of Wisconsin, held in December, 1842, and Jan- 
nary, 1843. The report was ordered to be printed. 


REPRESENTATIVES OF JOSHUA KENNEDY. 


Mr. BAGBY, on leave, introduced a bill to 
provide for the payment of the legal representa- 
tives of Joshua Kennedy, of Alabama, for the 
losses sustained by the destruction of his property, 
in the year 1813, by the hostile Creek Indians, 
in consequence of its having been occupied as a 
fort or garrison by the troops of the United States; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 


COMMODORE MORGAN, 


On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the bill for 
the relief of Commodore Charles Morgan was 
taken up, as in Committee of the Whole, consid- 
ered, reported to the Senate, and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading. 


SCHOONER GRAMPUS. 


On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the previous 
orders of the day were postponed, and the bill 
from the House for the relief of the widows and 
orphans of the officers, seamen, and marines of 
the United States schooner Grampus was taken 
up as in Committee of the Whole—the question 
pending being the amendment reported from the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, as a substitute for 
the bill; which was read, as follows: 


That for the purpose of fixing the time at which shall 
commence the pensions, under the existing Jaws, of the 
widows of the officers, seamen, and marines who were lost 
sn the United States schooner Graimpus, as well as the time 
to which the pay of said officers, seamen, and marines shall 
be allowed, the 20th day of March, 1843, shall be deemed 
and taken to be the day on which the said schooner Gram- 

us foundered at sea; and that, for the like purpose, the 

st diy of May, 1839, shall be deemed and taken to be the 
day on which the United States schooner Sea Gull was lost 
in like manner. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any of the said 
Officers, seamen, or marines, left no widow, but eft a child 
or children under sixteen years of age, such child or child- 
ren shali be entitled to the same pension to which the 
widow, had there been one, would have been entitled, for 
the like period of five years: Provided, That such pension 
shall cease upon the death of such child or children. 

Amend the title by striking out the words *‘ schooner 
Grampus,” and inserting the words “ schooners Grampus 
and Sea Gull.” 


Mr. HUNTINGTON moved to strike out from 





| 
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the second and third lines of the second section, 
the words ‘left no widow, but left a child or 
children under sixteen yeais of age, such,’’ and 
to insert the following: 

“Shall have left no widow, or, neva an a widow, she 
shall have died before the passage of this act, and there 
shall be living, at the date of the passage of this act, a child 
or children of said officers, scamen, or marines, under six 
teen years of age.”’ 

In the fifth line, after the word ‘f one,’”’ insert 
the words ‘‘ as aforesaid.’’ 

He explained that the object of the amendment 
was, in case of no widow, or the death of the 
widow before the passage of the act, to give the 
pension to the child or children. 

The question was put on the amendment; and 
it was adopted. 

Mr. CHOATE submitted the following as an 
additional section; which was adopted: 

Sec. 3. And beit further enacted, That an allowance shall 
be made to the officers and crew of the United States steam- 
ship Missouri, for losses sustained by them by the destruc- 
tion of that vessel; according tosuch scale and undersuch 
regulutions as shall be established by the Navy Department : 
Provided, That the entire allowance to each individual, in 
the respective grades, shall not exceed the following suins, 
to wit: the sum of $800 to the captain; the sum of $350 
to a lieutenant, surgeon, purser, captain or lieuterant of 
marines, chaplain, professor of mathematics, or master ; 
the sum of $200 to a passed midshipman, assistant surgeon, 
master’s mute, midshipman, or clerk ; the sum of $150 to 
a boatswain, gunner, sailmaker, or carpenter; the sum of 
$60 to any petty officer, sergeant, or corporal of marines ; 
the sum of $50 to a seaman, marine, ordinary seaman, 
landsman, musician, or fireman; the sum of $20 to a boy: 
And provided further, That no allowance shail be made to 
any person beyond the amount necessary for just indemnity 
for his loss by the destruction of the said vesse]: 4nd pro- 
vided further, That if, by the sentence of a court-martial, 
which is hereby directed to be holden to inquire concern- 
ing the losses of the said vessel, any blame shall attach to 
any of the officers and crew aforesaid, no allowance shall 
be made to such person or persons. 


Mr. FAIRFIELD submitted the following 
amendment as an additional section: 

Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, Thatall the provisions 
of the third section of this act shall be, and are hereby, ex- 
tended to the officers and crew of the United States ship- 
of-war John Adams, destroyed by fire September 3, 1814. 


The amendment was adopted. 


The bill was then reported to the Senate. 

Mr. EVANS remarked, that it seemed to him 
the committee, in framing this substitute, had 
departed from the principles of the House bill. 
He would like to have some explanation as to the 
reasons. 

Mr. BAYARD said there was a bill in the 
House of Representatives for giving to the widows 
and orphans of those who were lust in the Gram- 
pus a certain number of months’ pay. It was 
apparent that the Committe on Naval Affairs of 
the House were not aware of the fact that the 
existing pension eesgers pensions to the widows 
of those who were lost under similar circum- 
stances. Upon inquiry, he ascertained that it 
was not intended to give them both pensions and 
three or four months’ pay. All that was neces- 
sary was for Congress to fix a day upon which 
the losses took place, in order that the accounting 
officer might date the pay from that period. The 
Commissioner of Pensions did not know what he 
was to pay, because he had no date upon which 
toact. It was only necessary, then, to say upon 
what day the loss occurred. The first section 
provides that, for the purpose of fixing upon the 
time at which shall commence the pensions under 
the existing laws for the widows of officers, sea- 
men, and marines who were lost in the United 
States schooner Grampus, the 20th day of March, 
1843, shall be deemed and taken as the day on 
which the said schooner Grampus foundered at 
sea; and it was for the purpose of enabling the 
accounting officer, in the first piece, to date the 
time at which the pensions should commence, that 
the period was fixed upon. 

r. EVANS observed that the second section 
merely provided that the children of the officers, 
seamen, or marines should be entitled to the same 
pension to which the widows were entitled under 
the act of 1840. In the act of 1834, provision 
was made for the parents; but pensions were also 
given to children. The committee of the House 
were of opinion that the same policy should be 
pursued in regard to the children, if the widow 
should have died within the period of five years. 

Mr. WOODBURY remarked that, in the ori- 
ginal bill, it was provided that, in case there were 
no widows or children, the benefit of a pension 
should be extended to the parents. 


Mr. BAYARD said that this neve 
part of the pension system. There warn , 
which provided that, when a vessel was f ~ 
dered at sea, the widows, and, if there were 
widows, either the children or the father or m 2 
er, or collateral agent, of the deceased ofan, 
seamen, were entitled to three or four siege 
pay. It was not the intention now to introq ; 
any new principle atall. All that was designed 
in the amendments was to correct a mistake j 
| regard to the pension law made by the committee 
| of the House. It was only necessary to desic 
nate the time, in order to carry out the provi ; 
ions of that law; and the day was ascertained 
upon which the loss of the vessel took place 
which enables the Commissioner of Pensions to 
say from what period the pension shall commence 
The intention was not to introduce a new princi, 
ple, but to ascertain and fix upon the day which 
the loss of the vessel took place. The commit- 
tee had done this; they had fixed upon the 20th 
March, which was the official date. There could 
not be a variation of more than forty-eight hours 
or three days. The second section was merely ah 
extension of the FLouse bill, in conformity with 
the act of 1817. 

Mr. WOODBURY referred to another point 
touching which he was not distinctly heard 
| Mr. BAYARD further explained that that had 
| formed no part of the system heretofore. 
| Mr. EVANS observed that the committee had 
| introduced the principle, or rather revived the old 

principle, of providing for the children, in case 
there were no widows. He wished they had gone 
a little further, and framed a bill in conformity 
with what was the design of the original bill; and 





that was, that where there were no children, the 
pension should go to the parents. There were 
extremely hard cases to be covered, where there 
were mothers entirely dependent on their sons 
for their sustenance—much more dependent than 
the widows or children, or certainly as much s0 
as the latter could possibly be. He should have 
been very glad, therefore, if the committee had 
gone so far as to report an extension of the ben- 
efits of this bill to the parents, as well as to the 
children of those lost. He moved to restore the 
provision of the original bill, by inserting after 
the word *‘ children,” in the second section, “‘and 
if no children or widows are left, then the parent 
of such officers, seamen, and marines,’’ &c. 

Mr. BAYARD said it was a very delicate mat- 
ter to resist an appeal of this kind. He had no 
doubt there were instances of great hardship, as 
had been said by the Senator from Maine, fxr. 
Evans;} but the objection which he was bound 
to take to the proposed amendment was, that it 
was an enlargement upon the pension system. 
Under that system there were no cases where 
pensions were granted to any others than to the 
widows and children, except special cases which 
were not a part of the pension system, but gra- 
tuities or bounties. 

There had been several cases of losses of ves- 
sels, in which Congress had thought proper to 
grant three cr four months’ wages to the widows, 
| children, or relatives of the individuals who had 

been lost. The Senator from Maine was there- 
fore mistaken in regard to the extent to which the 
ension went, This was never a part of it; and 
it was only under that system that these special 
acts were passed. There was an act of this kind 
passed at the same time the last pension law was 
passed; and it was because of the uncertainty of 
| a general Jaw, that this particular enactment was 
. They went into operation at the same 

time; but since that time cases had been depen¢- 
ent on particular laws. , 
His objection arose only to the fact that, if 
parents were introduced, it would be an enlarge- 
ment of the pension system. He had no doubt 
the dependence of the parent upon the son, as had 
been stated by the Senator from Maine, was, 10 
many cases, such as it had been represented to 
be; but it was undoubtedly out of the ordinary 
course of nature. It would be striking at the 
cause of humanity to refuse her that support 
which she had derived from her son, and for that 
short period; but still, as he said before, 1t was 
an extension, and, as such, it was a dangerous 
extension. However, he did not mean to make 
any strenuous oppoaniane if it was the pleasure 
of the Senate to adopt the amendment. : 
Mr. WOODBURY did not know whether " 
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intentionally or through design, that the 
wien of this ciendanent was left out by the 
. mittee. It was a principle, however, which 
oeuld not be introduced into the present bill. In 
t, it was making the pension system a sys- 
yem for particular cases; whereas it should be a 
yeral provision, and extend to other losses, as 
gel as those particular ships. There were very 
many cases in the Navy of the United States where 
gilors were lost overboard, who had parents en- 
tirely dependent upon them. It should, there- 
fore, bean amendment to the pension system. A 
neral bill should be introduced, which would 
apply to other cases as wellas to this. The effect 
of the amendment proposed would be to afford 
‘ relief in the present case, but it would not apply 
to any similar case which might occur. 
The question was then taken; and the amend- 
ment was rejected. ; 
Theamendments of the Committee of the Whole 
were then concurred in. 


Mr. BAYARD moved further to amend the 
pill by inserving after the word “ years,”’ in the 
sixth line of the second section, the following 
words: 

But in case of the death or intermarriage of the widow 
before the expiration of the said term of five years, the said 

nsion, for the remainder of tye said term, shall go to the 
child or children of the said deceased officer, seaman, or 
marine. 

This amendndment was agreed to. 


Mr. TAPPAN suggested the propriety of in- 
cluding the case of the Peacock in the provisions 
of this bill. 

After some colloquial debate, in which Messrs. 
TAPPAN, BAYARD, and CHOATE took part, 
the bill, on motion of Mr. EVANS, was laid on 
the table until to-morrow, to enable the Senator 
from Ohio (Mr. Tappan] to prepare an amend- 
ment in accordance with his suggestion. 


SOLICITOR OF GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 


Mr. WOODBRIDGE remarked that the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands had, some time since, 
under a resolution of instruction by the Senate, 
reported a bal for the abolition of the office of So- 
licitor of the General Land Office. He moved that 
the previous orders of the day be postponed, and 
that that bill be taken up and considered. 

The question was carried in the affirmative. 

The bill to amend the act entitled ** An act to 
reorganize the General Land Office’ was taken up 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The report of the committee which reported the 
bill, and a letter from the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, were read, showing that the 
design in establishing that office had wholly failed; 
that such an officer as Solicitor of the General 


Land Office was a useless appendage to that de- | 


artment; that the principles involved in all the 
itigated land cases were so well understood by the 
head and by the whole of the officers connected 
with that department, and that the land practice 
had been so well established by the decisions of 
the courts, of the Attorney General, and in some 
cases the Secretary of the Treasury, that no diffi- 
culty could arise such as would require the inves- 


tivation and decision of a solicitor; and that, if 


any complicated cases should arise which might 
require investigation by a law officer, they could 
be submitted to the Attorney General, as had been 
the practice in cases heretofore, notwithstanding 
the existence of the office of solicitor, or to the 
head of the Treasury Department, as had been 
done in many cases. 

Mr. BARROW spoke some time in opposition 
to the abolition of that office, differing with the 
committee, and with the head of the Land Office 
department, and maintaining that the office was 
indispensable to the wes ministration of that 
department. He believed that the solicitor was a 
useful officer, and that his services could not be 


dispensed with. He alluded to the numerous land | 


cases in his own State, and the other States where 
the public lands lie, which would require the ac- 


tion of a law Officer; and contended that it was 


idle to say that the Attorney General of the United 


States, who had so much important business to 


attend to before the Supreme Court, could attend 
to those laborious and complicated land cases. 


_ Mr. WOODBRIDGE said that he did not an- 
Ucipate that this bill would lead to any discus- 
sion. He wished to observe that, however good 
the theory might be which led to the creation of || proceedings shall not be issued against such director or 


this office, the practice under it had given them 
lessons far more desirable. The office was found 
to be totally useless. It had failed utterly and 
totally for all the uses for which it was estab- 
lished. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, the further con- 
sideration of the bill was postponed till to-mor- 
row. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BANKS. 


On motion of Mr. MILLER, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to the special orders, and took up, as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill to extend the 
charters of the District banks; which was read, 
as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
That the charters of the several banks herein enumerated, 
as now existing and modified bylaw, namely, the Farmers 
and Mechanics’ Bank of Georgetown; the Bank of the 
Metropolis, Patriotic Bank of Washington, and Bank of 
Washington, in the city of Washington ; and the Farmers’ 
Bank of Alexandria, and Bank of Potomac, in the town of 
Alexandria, be, and the same are hereby, extended until the 
4th day of July, 1854: Provided, That Congress may at any 
time hereafter alter, amend, modify, or repeal the charters 
of the said several banks, and the Jaws modifying the same, 
or either of them. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That if any of the said 
banks shall hereafter suspend specie payments, or refuse 
to pay, on demand, any of their notes, deposits, or other 
obligations, in specie, it shall be the duty of the district 
attorney for the District of Columbia, ex officio, to file a 
bill before the proper court, whose duty it shall be, upon 
legal proof of the tact, to decree the forfeiture of the char- 
ter of such defaulting bank, and place itin a state of liqui- 
dation, and wind up its affairs according to the rules and 
practice of a court of chancery. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That at any election 
hereafter to be held by either of the said banks, for officers 
thereof, no person shall vote upon such an amountof stock, 


or give such number of votes, as will make a majority of |} 


the whole number of votes given at such election; nor 
shall any person vote at any such election upon a proxy 
made and executed more than six months prior to such 
election. 


tion in the last line by substituting the word three 
for siz, limiting the authority of a proxy to vote 
for bank officers, to that executed within three 

months. 
The amendment was adopted. 


Mr.SEVIER moved the followingamendment, 
to come in as additional sections: 


Sec. 4. And be it further enacted, That in case of the 
failure of the said banks, or of either of them, to redeem 
in specie their respective notes or issues whenever pre- 
sented, then, and in such case, the directors for the time 
being of said bank so failing shall, in the first instance, be 
liable to the holders of the said notes for the amount there- 
of, with all interest and costs thereon; and failing the re- 
sponsibility of the said directors, that then each stock- 
holder, copartnership, or body-politic, having a share or 
shares in said banks so failing, shall be liable and held 
bound for any sum not exceeding twice the amount of his 
her, or their share or shares in such bank so failing; an 
such individual liability, both of directors or stockholders, 
shall be enforced as follows: that is to say—one or more 
trustees shall be nominated by the directors of the said 


Mr. MILLER moved to amend the third sec- | 


stockholders paying his or their proportionate share as 
aforesaid, of the amount necessary to be raised to redeem 
| the outstanding notes of such bank ; but such dings 
| shall not operate to release the said bank from liability, nor 
| from the provisions of the act of Congress, passed on the 
25th day of August, 1841. 
| Sec. 5. nd be it further enacted, That in case the stock- 
holders who hold a majority of the stock of either of the 
said banks shall refuse, at general meetings, to be duly 
convened, to accept the provisions of this act, then, and 
in that case, the corporate powers of the said banks, or 
of such as shall refuse, be continued till the 4th day of 
July, 1850, for the sole purpose of winding up the affairs of 
said banks so refusing, subject to all the provisions, re- 
strictions, and enactments, of the act of Congress of the 
25th of May, 1838, entitled “ An act to extend the charter 
of me Union Bank of Georgetown in the District of Col- 
umbia.”’ 


| Mr. S. explained, that the amendment was 
| offered with the assent of the directors of the Dis- 
| trict banks. ‘The three principal points secured 
| by the additional sections are, first, the liability 
| of the directors; next, that of the stockholders; 
| and, lastly, the sanction of the President of the 
| United States, the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
| chief justice of the circuit court to the nomina- 
tion of trustees in case of failure. 
| Mr. MILLER observed that the amendment 
| was such as he could not approve, because it im- 
| posed unusual restrictions on these banks; but, 
| as he understood the directors, and those imme- 
diately concerned, had given their assent to the 
| amendment, he should not offer any opposition. 
Mr. MERRICK suggested an amendment to 
the amendment, which, from the reading, he 
| thought necessary; and it was adopted; but, sub- 
| sequently discovering that it was by many con- 
| sidered likely to lead to ambiguity, the modi- 
| fication was, at his request, reconsidered, and 
| withdrawn. 

Mr. TAPPAN moved an amendment to the 
amendment, the effectof which would be to place 
| the stockholders on the same footing as partners 

in trading firms, each bein liable, individually ,as 
well as collectively, for all debts due by the bank 
| in case of failure. He considered banks as noth- 
ing but trading companies, the stockholders of 
which entered into that species of business, not 
with patriotic views, or forthe public benefit, but 
for the sake of profit, and making money, It 
was only justand proper that — should be 
subject to the same laws as other individuals en 

aged in any branch of business, pursued forthe 
ike purpose of making money. 

Mr. MERRICK contended that, although the 
laws of the District made partners in trade liable 
| in the manner pointed out by the Senator, there 
were many States in which the liability did not 
extend beyond the capital invested by each indi- 
| vidual. He pointed out the laws of special part- 





Mr. BUCHANAN called to the recollection of 
the Senate that, when this bill was geported, he 
ave notice that he would move to recommit 


bank so failing, subject to the approval of the President of “os : : . 
the United States and Secretary of the Treasury, and of | it, with instructions to the committee to make 


the chief justice of the circuit court of the District of Co- || the stockholders personally responsible in those 
lumbia, who shall give bond and security to be approved || banks. After that time, he had some communi- 
by them, tosuch amount as the said aa “ore the United || cation with a cashier of one of the banks, which 
States, Secretary of the Treasury, and chief justice shall || - . : 
deem necessary for the faithful performance of the trust to induced him to prepare an amendment with a 
view of securing the noteholders from loss. He 


be reposed in them ; and the said trustees shall then take 
possession of the assets of the said banks so failing, and 


within ten days make out a statement of the assets of such i . it 
bank; in determining which no desperate or doubtful debt, | to its banks, well drawn; and he compared F 


no note, bill, or other evidence of debt not payable within || with the laws of the States of Pennsylvania and 
six months from the date of such examination, and no real | South Carolina. With these models in view, he 





nership in New York and some other States, 
found the law of the State of Ohio, in relation 


estate, shall be taken — connees = se ee of || prepared an amendment which it was his purpose 
such bank, ascertained as aforesaid, shaJl not be sufficient, || : e 
in the opinion of the said trustees, when reduced to cash, to offer when the bill should come up. he 
to redeem the outstanding issues or notes of such bank, it 

shall be the duty of the said trustees to proceed immedi- 
atély to collect the residue from the directors of the said 


amendment of the Senator from Arkansas differed 
from his in a few particulars. One essential dif- 
ference was with regard to the nomination of 


bank by means of a writ of scire facias, to be issued in the trustees in case of failure or suspension of specic 


name of the United States, against a!l of said directors who 
may be within the jurisdiction of the court issuing the said 
writ, requiring them to show cause why execution should 
not be issued tor the amount necessary to redeem the said 
notes ; and the execution may be ordered by the proper 
court at the appearance term of said writ; and in case the 
|| execution, so issued, shall be returned unsatisfied in whole 


payments. The Senator’s amendment gave the 
directors—the very parties implicated in the fail- 
ure—the nomination of the trustees; whereas his 
own amendment referred that matter to the cirenit 
court. His amendment also proposed to go back 
a year and make the directors, who, within the 
ear preceding the suspension, had been if office, 
iable to the noteholders, whether they had sold 
out their stock, or not, before the failure of the 
bank. The public mind had, within afew years, 
become greatly enlightened on the subject of 
banking. Experience had proved that nothing 
would render banks safe, but the individual re- 
sponsibility of the siockholders. In-the State of 

| South Carolina, where for forty years the prin- 
| ciple had prevailed, (the stockholders there being 
liable for double the amount of their stock,) not 


| satisfy the same, the said trustees shall immediately pro- 
ceed to collect an amount sufficient to redeem such notes 
from the stockholders of said bank by means of a writ of 
scire facias against said stockholders, in the proportions 
aforesaid, which writ shall recite the proceedings against 
the directors of such bank, requiring the stockholders there- 
in named to show cause why execution should not be is- 
sued against him or them; and execution may be ordered 
by the court at the appearance term of said writ: Provided, 
bat in case any director or stockholder, as the case may 
be, shall pay to the said trustees his proportionate share of 
the judgment, according to the amount of the stock held 


or in part, for want of property being feund sufficient to 
before execution shall issue, then execution under 
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an instance of loss to the notcholders had ever 


occurred. It is the very best check upon bankers 
and stockholders ever devised. The same kind 
of restrictions he understood existed in Rhode 
Island; but he had not been able to obtain the 
bank laws of that State. 

Mr. SEVIER remarked that there was very 
little difference between his amendment and that 
Pa by the Senator from Pennsylvania. As 
to the two particulars in which the difference con- 
sisted, he did not consider them very important. 
The nomination of trustees by the directors was 
subject to the approval of the President of the 
United States, the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
the chief justice; and, with this control, it was 
but reasonable that those so immediately respons- 
ible should have the nomination. These, how- 
ever, were points which, if necessary, could be 
set right when the bill came up in the Senate as 
reported from the Committee of the Whole. 

r. BUCHANAN inquired if the Senator’s 
amendment made provision for advertising stock- 
holders? 


} 





| 
i 
j 


on record as opposed to the principle of incorpo- 
rating such a with bank ters. 
Mr. ALLEN, though utterly opposed to this 


banking system, had voted for the amendment of 
his friend and colleague, because the security it 


| offered was better than any other; but that hav- 


| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


' 


} 
| 
| 
| 


| 


ing failed, he should vote for the amendment as 


| it now stood, believing the bill would be’ better 


with it than without it. He should, however, 
whether it was adopted or not, vote against the 
bill itself. ; 
The question was then taken, and resulted— 
yeas 21, nays 19; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Buchanan, Colquitt, Fairfield, Fulton , Hanne- 
nu, Huger, Lewis, McDuffie, Semple, Sevier, Sturgeon, 
‘appan, White, Woodbury, and Wright—21. 
NAYS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Choate, 
Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Francis, Haywood, Hunting. 
ton, Jarnagin, Johnson, Mangum, Morebead, Phelps, Rives, 
Simmons, and Woodbridge—19. 
So the amendment was adopted. 


The bill was then reported back to the Senate, 
and the question being on concurring in the amend- 


Mr. SEVIER replied that the list of stockhold- || ments, 


ers was to be published annually on the Ist of 
January; and, in the respective banks, atall times, 


Mr. STURGEON suggested that, before the 
uestion was taken, it would be advisable to have 


there is to be a list of the stockholders, for all | the bill, as amended, printed, that it might be seen 


urposes of examination. 
r. BUCHANAN observed that his amend- 


ment provided that each bank should keep a list || 


of its stockholders, to be put up at some conve- 
nient place in the public bank-room; and that the 
same list be published once in every three months 
in the newspapers of the District; which publica- 
tion shall be evidence of the liability of said stock- 
holders in all courts of law and equity. 


| 
} 


i 


whether further amendment were necessary or 
not, 

At this suggestion, on motion of Mr. PHELPS, 
the further consideration of the bill was postponed 
till to-morrow; and the bill, as amended, was or- 
dered to be printed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
On motion to that effect, the Senate went into 


Mr. SEVIER remarked that he would have no executive session, and after some time spent 


objection to a modification to that effect. 

r. PHELPS objected that the amendment of 
the Senator from Srtamnen would incorporate 
principles in bank charters against which heshould 
protest. He would infinitely prefer the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio, [Mr. Tarran,] which 
sroposed placing the stockholders of these banks 
on the same footing as the partners in a trading 
company. He knew of no middle course that 
could receive his sanction. 

Mr. BENTON held that there should be no 
other principle of banking but that of immediate 
and nal liability. The history of banking 
for the last hundred and fifty years showed that 
when this principle was fully carried out, not an 
instance of suspension had occurred. He ap- 
proved of the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Ohio. 

Mr. MILLER asked if the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania had offered any amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN replied in the negative. 

Mr. MILLER did not deem it necessary to 
consume tyme by any further observations than 
those he had already made expressive of his non- 
approval of the amendments. 

r. TAPPAN called forthe yeas and nays on 
his amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 17, nays 26; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Alien, Atchison, Atherton, Bagby, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Colquitt, Pairfield, Hannegan, Lewis, Mc- 
oe er Semple, Sturgeon, Tappan, Woodbury, and 

YS—Messrs. Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berrien, Buch- 
aan, Choate, Clayton, Crittenden, Evans, Francis, Hay- 
wood, Henderson, Huger, Huntington, Jarnagin, Johnson, 
Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Porter, Rives, Sevier, 
Simmons, White, and Woodbridge—26. 


Se the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected, 


Mr. BUCHANAN submitted the following 
anendmentto the amendment; and it was adopted: 


Sec. 6. And be it er enacted, That each of the said 
banks shall keep a plain, true, and accurate list of the names 
of its stockholders, their residence, and the amount of stoek 
paid and owned by them, posted up for public inspection 
in some convenient place in the public banking-room ; an 
shall cause the same to be published once in every three 
months, in at least two of the newspapers of the Districtof 
Columbia; which said list, whether posted up in said banks 
or published in said newspapers, shail be evidence against 
the said banks and their stockholders in ali the courts of 


law and equity. 
The question was then put on the amendment 

of the Senator of Arkansas, as amended; and on 

this question the yeas and nays were demanded, 

and ordered. 

_ Mr. PHELPS explained that his object in cal!- 

ing for the yeas and nays was to place his name 


P || 


|| 
| 





| 





therein, adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepvespayr, May 8, 1844. 

Mr. WELLER rose, as soon as the Journal had 
been read, and remarked that the House had here- 
tofore agreed to a resolution to terminate debate 
on the bill to amend and modify the tariff act of 
1842 at one o’clock this day. Now, he desired to 


| offer a resolution to extend the time to Friday 
| next, atone o’clock. ‘There were many gentle- 


men that were desirous to speak on that subject; 
and it was due to them that the time should be 
extended. He offered the resolution on his own 
responsibility; and perhaps it was due to himself 
to say that, as he had already spoken, he was not 
personally interested in the extension of time for 
debate which he now proposed. He was proceed- 
ing to make some other remarks, when 
r. C. JOHNSON interposed, remarking that 

the question was not debatable. 

Objections to the reception of the resolution 
were made in various parts of the House. 
Mr. SUMMERS moved a suspension of the 
rules, that the resolution might be received. 
Mr. C. JOHNSON demanded a call of the 
House. ; 
Mr. SUMMERS called for the reading of the 
resolution. 
The Clerk read it accordingly. It proposed to 
rescind the resolution fixing one o’clock to-day 
for the termination of the debate, and to fix one 
o’clock on Friday for that purpose. 
Mr. WELLE inauived: if a majority could 
adopt his resolution—the resolution which it pro- 

sed to rescind having been adopted by a ma- 
ority. 
The SPEAKER replied that the resolution was 
not yet before the House; when it was, he would 
answer the gentleman’s inquiry. It would, how- 
ever, require a vote of two thirds to suspend the 
rules for the reception of the gentleman’s resolu- 


tion. 

Mr. COBB desired to make an inquiry from his 
friends opposite, (the Whigs,) on an answer to 
which his vote would depend. He wished to 
know whether the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House desired to adjourn on the 27th of 


May? 

M r. STEPHENS. Yes. 
Mr. HARDIN also made an observation which 
was not distinctly heard. 
Mr. VANCE also rose to make some observa- 
tion. 
The SPEAKER reminded the gentleman that 
all debate was out of order. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| 


| 
| 


Mr. VANCE said he should be glad if }; 
league (Mr. Wetter} would altes ho oa 


tion. 

Mr. WELLER replied that he would }j 
the suggestion of his sollcacye as soon e men 
"The SPEAK EN = 

e then put the questi 
motion for a call of the tawes. a 

A division was called for; and 56 voted jn th 
affirmative, and 53 in the negative. . 
So the call was ordered, (a quorum not bein 
necessary to sustain a call of the House. 5 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and hay. 
in rtially gone through the list, 

r. VANCE hoped the call would be sus- 
pended, otherwise the remaining time allowed for 
debate would be consumed with these proceed. 
ings. There were several gentlemen desirous to 
speak, and he trusted they would be allowed to 

0 on. 

Mr. HOPKINS moved that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call be suspended; which was 
agreed to, 

The SPEAKER then announced that the ques- 
tion recurred on the motion to suspend the rules, 

Mr. HENLEY called for the yeas and hays; 
and they were ordered. r 
Mr. BARNARD rese to a question of order. 
He contended that it was not necessary to sus- 
pend the rules for the reception of this resolution, 
as the House could at any time take it up. He 
relied on that branch of one of the rules of the 
House which provides that ‘* the House may, at 
any time, by a vote of a majority of the members 
present, suspend the rules and orders for the pur- 
pose of going into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union; and also of a for 
the discharge of the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union from the consideration of 
any bill referred to it, after acting, without de- 
bate, on all amendments pending and that may be 
offered.”” 

The SPEAKER overruled the gentleman's 
pointof order. The motion now before the House 
was not a motion to “ suspend the rules and or- 
ders for the purpose of going into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union,” nor a res- 
olution “ providing for the discharge of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the consideration of any bill referred to it”— 
the twe points for which the rule quoted made 
provision; but it was a motion to suspend the 
rules to enable the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Wetter] to offer a resolution. 

The Clerk then called the yeas and nays on the 
motion to suspend; and they resulted—yeas 92, 
nays 77; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Baker, Barringer, Barnard, Bel- 
ser, Bidlack, Blackwell, Brodhead, Buffington, Burke, 
Burt, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clinginan, 
Cobb, Collamer, Daniel, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dillingham, Douglas, 
Ellis, Foot, Foster, French, Willis Green, Grinnell, Gri- 
der, Hale, Haralson, Hardin, Harper, Henley, Herrick, 
Hudson Washington Hunt, Joseph hk. Ingersoll, Irvin, 
Jenks, Perley B. preown, ocere W. Jones, J 


ohn P. 
Kennedy, Daniel P. ae irkpatrick, Marsh, ‘Mathews, 
McClernand, Mclivaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Mose- 
ley, Nes, Newton, Owen, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, Pol- 
lock, Preston, Ramsey, David S. Reid, Relfe, Roberts, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Simpson, Albert Smith, Caleb 
B. Smith, Spence, Stephens, Andrew Stewart, Summers, 
‘Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tyler, Vance, Vanme- 
ter, Vinton, Weller, Wentworth, Wethered, Winthrop, 
Woodward, and William Wright—92. 

NAYS — Messrs. Anderson, Ashe, Atkinson, Bayly, 
Benton, James A. Black, Bower. Bowlin Boyd, Brengle, 
Jacob Brinkerhoff, William J. brown, eremialf Brown, 
Cary, Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell, Coles, Cross, Cul- 
Jom, Dana, John W. Dav; i , Duncan, 
Dunlap, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, Giddings, Byram Green, 
Hamlin, Hoge, Hopkins, Hubbell, Hu . B. 
Hunt, es J. Ingersull, Cave Johnson, Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Labranche, Lucas, Lum Lyon, 
Maelay, McCauslen, McClelland, McConnell, M |, 
McKay, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Pratt, Reding, 

St. n, Saunders, Senter, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Slidell, 


So the rules were not sus ed, there being 
less than a majority of two thirds. 

Mr. BARNARD then moved a suspension of 
the rules, to enable him to offer the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That all debate in the Committee of the Whole 


on the of the Union on the bill No 213, entitled a bill 
pe dcichs sper Feet An wide 


the act entitled “ An act. to pro 
revenue from imports, and to 


laws imposing duties on imports, and for other purposes, 


change and modify existing 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 61 


a — 


at two ee Sa and that the 

then proc to vote upon amendments 

cong, Of which shall be offered, and report the same to 
House 


e ; 
Mr. C. JOHNSON moved that the rules be 
nded, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
(oion, for the paspors of proceeding with the 
consideration of the tariff bill, ; 

Mr, BARNARD insisted on his motion. 

The SPEAKER remarked that a suspension 
of the rules to admit the resolution would require 
, vote of two thirds. And further, there being 
sn order in existence fixing a time for the term- 
ipation of debate, the resolution itself would not 


be in order. ; 

Mr. BARNARD entered into an argument in 
gpposition to the decision of the Speaker; and, in 
conclusion, appealed from the decision. 

Mr. COBB demanded the previous question. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON said he thought the shorter 
way to get rid of the matter, would be to move to 
lay the motion of the gentleman fron’ New York 
on the table. He made that motion. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 110, nays 61; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Barringer, Bayly, Benton, 
Bidlack, James Black, James A. Black, Bower, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Brengle, Jacob Brinkerhoff, William J. Brown, 
Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cul- 
jom, Dana, Daniel, Garrett Davis, John W. Davis Dean, 
Deberry, Dillingham, Dromgoole, Dunean, Elmer, Farlee, 
ficklin, Florence, Foster, French, Giddings, Byram Green, 
Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, Haralson, Henle , Holmes, Hoge, 
Hopkins, Hubbell, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave Jobn- 
son, Perley B. Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W. 
Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, Kirkpatrick, La- 
branche, Lucas, Lumpkin, Lyon, Maclay, McCauslen, 
McClelland, McClernand, McDowell McKay, Joseph Mor- 
ris, Mu hy, Newton, Norris, Owen, David 8. Reid, eding, 
Ritter, Robinson, Russell, St. John, Saunders, Senter, 
Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Simp- 
son, Slidell, John T. Smith, Robert Smith, ‘Thomas Smith, 
Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
Strong, ss Taylor, Thomasson, Thompson Tibbatts, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Williams, oseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—1 io. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barnard, 
Belser, Brodhead, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Carroll, 
Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, 
Darragh, Dellet, Douglas, Fish, Fout, Willis Green, Grin- 
nell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, John P. Kennedy, Dan- 
iel P. King, Marsh, McIlvaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Nes, Patterson, Peyton, Pheenix, Pollock, Pres- 
ton, Ramsey, Rockwell, Rogers, Sample, Schenck, Albert 
Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Summers, Tyler, Vance 
Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, White, Woodward, and 
William Wright—61. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. McK AY moved that the rules be suspend- 
ed, and that the House resolve itself into the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
for the — of taking up the tariff bill. 

Mr. BARNARD called for the yeas and nays. 

On seconding the demand for the yeas and 
nays, tellers were demanded; and the affirmative 
votes being counted by tellers, there were—forty- 
Six. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered; and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 112, nays 59; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atki Barri Bay! 
Belser, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, emeaaae Black, 
Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Brod- 
head, William J.’ Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Cary, 
Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chap- 
Fr Chilton, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, 

iel, Garrett Davis, Jobn W. Davis, Dean, Dromgoole, 
can Dunlap, Eimer, Farlee, Ficklin, Evite, Taped, 



















Byram Green, Grinnell, Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, 
Hoge, Hopkins, Hubbeil, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave 


nson, Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Preston King, k, Labranche, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, Mackey, Mathews, McCauslen, McCler- 
nand, McConnell, McDowell, McIlvaine, McKay, Joseph 
Morris Mu ; s Pollock, Pratt, Rathbun, David 3. 
Reid, , Reife, Rhett, Ritter, Robinson, Russell, Saun- 
ders, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, 
m, John ‘I. Smith, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stephens, Stetson, John Stewart, Stiles, Stone, 
worth Wheaton, Witham, Woodware, losepi A, Weg, 
jams, w ose ‘ 

and Yout—it _ ’ » Joseph 
essrs. Abbott, Adams, Baker, Barnard, Bren- 
gle, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington Carroll 
Causin, Clinch, Clingman, Cranston, Pelddines : ’ 
Dickey, Fish, Florence, Foot, G illis 
Green, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hudson, W oihineen jangt> 


Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irv 

Perley B. Johnson, John 3 Kennedy, Daniel P. Ki : 
Marsh, Edward J. Morris. Morse, Moseley, Nes, Raitersox: 
Peyton. Fuenia, itehe i. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Rock - 
—? Rogers, henck, Senter, Albert Smith 8 
wmmers, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, ecthered? 
White, and William A. Wright—59. 


So the House resolved itself into the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. 
Hopes in the chair,).and resumed the consider- 
ation of the tariff bill. 

Mr. DUNCAN asked the gentleman from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Burt,} who was entitled to the 
floor, to yield to him, to enable him to display 
some Whig banners used in 1840. 

Mr. BURT having consented, 

Mr. BARNARD insisted that it was not in 
order, and that the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina could only yield the floor for purposes of 
explanation. 

r. DUNCAN displayed tothe House several 
Whig banners, with inscriptions and devices; 
during which time he was frequently called to 
order by Messrs. BARNARD, HARDIN, and 
CAUSIN , 

Mr. BURT then took the floor, and addressed 
the committee up to the expiration of his hour, 
in an argumentative speech against the protective 
system. He had supposed that, at least in the 

nited States, it was held as a principle of liberty 
that taxes were the voluntary contributions of the 

ople; that they were the legitimate contributions 
or the wants of the Government, given by the 
representatives of the people, But the effect of || 
this system was to destroy that principle; and || 
not only to destroy the principle of responsibility | 
to pay taxes, but to bestow on those who impose | 
taxes a direct pecuniary interest in their imposi- | 
tion. It was said, however, that this system com- 

nsates for the burdens which it imposes; and 
it was said that the advantages of this system 
were felt even by the cotton-growers of the South. 
He proceeded at great length to examine the op- 
eration of the tariff on southern interests, and to 
show that it was disadvantageous. 

Mr. ELLIS next obtained the floor, and spoke | 
until the hour of one o’clock, when the falling of | 
the Chairman’s mallet announced the aaa of 
the hour at which all debate must terminate, pur- 
suant to a resolution of the House. He stated 
his objections to the bill before the committee. 
He said he was opposed to any attempt at a 
modification of the existing law until it had been 
more fully and practically tested by experience. 
He said that the people did not call for any change, 
and that the prosperity of the country might be 
hazarded by any experiments which might now 
be made; that a change was not demanded by the 
condition of the revenue, which would be ample 
for the wants of the Government; that fluctuations 
in the revenue laws of the country had done much 
heretofore to unsettle its industry, and ought not 
now to be renewed without imperative necessity. 
He admitted that the existing law is defective, 
and might be judiciously amended; but not ata 
time when political feeling and excitements unfit 
the country for discreet action, He supported the 
doctrine of incidental protection—a competition 
tariff—but was utterly opposed to the rule laid 
down by the Committee of Ways and Means, that 
the lowest duty which will produce the desired 
sum isthe trueand legitimate revenueduty; which, 
he insisted, w4s legislatnig against incidental pro- 

tection. He objected to the present bill as makin 

radical changes, and in some cases ruinous; an 

that its tendency is to prevent anything from 
being made here which can be brought from 
abroad. He objected, also, that in many cases it 
favors, by its reductions, many of the luxuries, 
while in others it must operate against the labor 
of the country. He objected, also, to the estab- 
lishment of the horizontal duty of twenty-five per 
cent., as utterly subversive of all discriminating 
protection; and also to the adoption of the system 
of foreign valuation, which would make the rev- 
enue dependent on the caprice of foreign prices, 
and enable the foreign importer to defraud the 
revenue and ultimately drive out the honest Amer- 
icanimporter. He insisted thatthe question should 
not be made a political one; and that the present 
law was passed by the support of a large num- 
ber of Democratic Re sneenion vee, and arnt in 
opposition to a muc ger number o ig 
members, who more than once defeated it in its 


r. WINTHROP obtained permissionto make 
one or two observations; and then the committee 
ed to vote on the pending amendment. 
The question was then taken upon the pendin 
amendmentof Mr.Seyrmovr, of New York, whic 





















was to strike out from the fourteenth line of the 


first section the word “ fifteen,’ and insert “ thic- 
ty;’’ so that the clause, if the amendment were 
adopted, would read thus: 

On all coarse unmanufactured wool, the value whereof, 
at the last port or place whence exported to the United 
States, shall be seven cents or Under a pound, there shall 
be levied a duty of thirty per centum ad valorem, instead 
of the duty of five per centum imposed by the said act. 

Upon this question tellers were ordered; and 
Messrs. Winruror and C. Jounson were ap- 
pointed; who reported—ayes 44, noes 77. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. REDING then moved to strike out the 
wbrd ‘ fifteen,”? and insert ‘* twenty-five,” and ° 
called for tellers. 

Messrs. Wiyturor and McDowe t were ap- 
pointed; and having counted the votes, they re- 
ported—ayes 85, noes 65. 

The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. CARY offered the following amendments 
to the first section; which were rejected: 

1. Strike out ali after the word “ act’? in the fifteenth 
line, and all of lines sixteen, seventeen, and eighteen, so 
as to leave the duties on wool costing over seven cents per 
pound the same as now established by law. 

2. Strike out the word * thirty’? in the sixteenih line, and 
insert the word “ forty” in lieu thereof. 

3. Strike out the word “ thirty’ in the sixteenth line, and 
insert the words “ thirty-five” in lieu therseut, 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to amend by 
striking out from the thirtieth line the word 
‘‘twenty,’’ and inserting *‘ thirty;’’ so that the 
clause would read as follows: 

On all milled or fulled cloth, known by the name of ker- 
seys or Kendall cottons, of which wool shall be the only 
material, the value whereof shall not exceed thirty-five 
cents the square yard at the last port or place whence ex- 
ported, there shall be levied a duty of thirty per centum 
ad valorem, instead of the duties imposed by the said act. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STEWART, of Connecticut, moved to 
amend by striking out the word “ten ’’ from the 
thirty-eighth line, and inserting ‘‘fifteen;’’ so 
that the clause would read thus: 


On all woolen blankets, the actual value of which at the 
place whence exported shall not exceed seventy-five cents 
each, there shall be levied a duty of fifteen per centum ad 
valorem. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved to 
strike out the tenth subdivision of the first section 
relating to ready made clothing. By striking out 
this clause, the duty would remain as under the 
law of 1842. 

The motion was negatived. 


The first clause of the second section was read, 
as follows: 


On all manufactures of cotton, or of which cotton shali 
be a component part, not otherwise specified, and except - 
ing such cotton twist, yarn, and thread, and such other 
articles as are herein otherwise provided for, there shall be 
levied a duty of twenty-five per centum ad valorem; and 
the proviso to the second subdivision of the second section 
of the said act shall be, and the same is hereby, repeated 

Mr. STEWART, of Connecticut, moved to 
strike out ** twenty-five,” and insert * thirty.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CATLIN moved to amend by inserting, 
after the words * ad valorem,”’ the following: 

And on all manufactures of cotton there shal! be levied 
a duty of forty per centum ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. REDING moved to amend the following: 

On all raw sikks, comprehending all silks in the gum 
whether in hanks, reeled, or otherwise, there shall be Icy- 
ied a duty of twelve and a half per centum ad valorem, 
nee the duty of fifty cents per pound, imposed by the 
said act— 
by striking out “twelve and a half,’’ and insert- 
ing ‘* nineteen;’’ and upon this motion he asked 
for tellers. 

Tellers were appointed, who reported—ayes 74, 
noes 62. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. FRENCH moved to strike out th@article 
reducing the daty on cotton bagging, and Maniiia 
and other grasses, of which it is made; so as to 
leave the duty as it is under the present tariff. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TIBBATTS moved to strike out, in the 
forty-second line, ‘* twenty-five,” and insert the 
word ‘thirty.’ 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MURPHY moved to strike out, in lines 
forty-four and forty-five, of section three, “ tarred 
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and untarred cordage, yarns, twine, pack-thread ;”’ 
go that the duties on those articles will remain as 
they are under the present law. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRENCH moved to strike out the words 
** cotton bagging, of whatever material composed, 
orany other manufacture, not otherwise specified, 
suitable for the uses to which cotton bagging is 
applied, of whatcver material composed.” 

he amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McDOWELL moved to strike out * fif- 
teen,’’ and insert ‘* twelve,’’ in line eight, page 7, 

iron in bars and bolts, not manufactured by rqll- 
ing;) which was rejected. 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to increase the duty on 
unmanufactured iron from fifteen to seventeen per 
cent.; which was rejected. 

He also moved to strike out ‘twenty,’ and 
insert ‘* twenty-five,”’ in the eleventh line, [on bar 
and bolt iron made wholly or in part by rolling;) | 
which was rejected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to strike out 
‘ten per cent.,”’ and insert ‘fifteen per cent.,”’ 
{on railroad iron;} 80 es to make the railroad com- 
ompne = much duty as the farmer does for 

nis ax; which was rejected. 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to strike out, in the 
same line, ‘‘ten,’’ and insert ** twenty-five;”’ 
which was rejected. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to strike out 
the whole of the clause relating to railroad iron; 
which was rejected—ayes forty-seven, noes not 
counted. 

Mr. REDING moved to strike out ‘‘ ten,’’ in 
the fifteenth line, [on railroad iron,) and insert 
‘‘ fifieen;”’ which was rejected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to strike out 
** fifteen ,’’ in the seventh line, and “ twenty,”’ in 
the tenth line, and insert “ ten;’’ also, to strike 
out *‘ seventeen,’’ in the eighth line, and insert 
**ten,”’ so as to bring all other iron to the same 
rate of duty as railroad iron; which was rejected. 

He also moved to strike out all that part of the 
section relative to iron, and insert in lieu thereof 
a duty of thirty per cent. ad valorem; which was 
rejected. 

Mr. McDOWELL moved to strike out ‘‘ twen- 
ty dollars,’’ the proposed amount of duty on rail- 
road iron, and insert “* fifteen dollars;’’ which was 
negatived. 

Mr. HUNGERFORD moved to add a proviso 
to that section, to provide that all railroad com- 
panies ee pre ample security that they will 
transport the United States mail at a rate not ex- 
ceeding twenty-five per cent. more than the cost 
of transportation by stage. 

Mr. MURPHY moved to strike out the*words 
** twenty-five per cent.”’ 

The amendment was negatived. 

On the amendment tellers were ordered; and 
Messrs. McDowe.t and Winturor were ap- 
pointed; and they reported—ayes 69, noes 70. 

So the amendment was negatived. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said he would make 
one more motion in relation to this railroad iron. 
He moved to strike out “ ten,’’ and insert “ eigh- 
teen;”’ so as to make the duty on railroad iron 
eighteen dollars per ton instead of twenty-five dol- 
lars, as at present. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The second clause of the fourt# section having 
been read, proposing duties on pig iron, &c., 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to strike out the whole 
section. . 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to strike out “ seven 
dollars,”’ the duty proposed on pig iron, and in- 
sert ** nine dollars.”’ 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr, HOGE proposed to strike out ‘‘ seven dol- 
lars,” and insert “ thirty per cent. ad valorem. ”’ 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. SIMONS moved to strike out ‘ seven dol- 
lars,’’ and insert “ eight dollars.”’ 

The amendment was negatived. 

The third clause was next read; which pro- 
posed a duty of six dollars per ton on old scrap 
iron, instead of ten dollars, as at present. 

Mr. DANA moved to strike out * six dollars,’’ 
and insert “‘ eight dollars.”’ 

The amendment was negatived. 
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THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Clauses four and five were read and passed, 
without any attempt to amend them. 

Mr. STEWART, of Connecticut, moved to 
strike out clause six, which proposed to fix du- 
ties on Japanned wares, plated wares, papier 
mache, &c. 

The motion was negatived. 

Mr. STEWART then proposed to increase the 
duty from twenty-five to thirty per cent; which 
was negatived. 

Clauses seven and eight were passed without 
any proposition to amend. 

The ninth clause was nextin order. It proposed 
a duty of $1 per ton on coal, instead of $1 75, as 
at present; and on coke and culm of coal, thirty 
ver cent. ad valorem, instead of five cents per 

ushel, as at present. 

Mr. HAMLIN, with the approbation of the 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means, 
proposed to amend this clause so as to impose a 
duty of thirty per cent. ad valorem on cord wood. 

The amendment was negatived. 

Mr. HAMLIN then offered his amendment so 
as to provide for a duty of twenty-nine percent. ; 
which was negatived. He afterwards offered it 
with the proposed duty reduced to twenty-eight 
per cent.; which was also lost. 

He then moved to amend by inserting twenty- 
five per cent.; which was adopted—®62 to 61. 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to strike out the whole 
clause; which was negatived. 

Mr. BIDLACK moved to amend so as to make 
the duty on coal $1 75, instead of $1 per ton; and 
to strike out the remaining portion of the clause. 

The amendment was lost. 

Mr. McDOWELL moved to amend by insert- 
ing after the one hundred and tenth line, the fol- 
lowing; which was rejected: 

And on flax seed, or linseed, there shall be levied a duty 
of thirty per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr.SEYMOUR, of New York, moved to stmike 
out the sixth subdivision of the fifth section relating 
to tanned leather, boots, shoes, &c. By striking 
out this clause the duty would remain as under 
the law of 1842. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. JOHN STEWART moved to amend by 
striking out the words ‘‘except India rubber.”’ 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. S. moved to strike out “ twenty,’ and in- 
sert ‘* thirty”’ in the following clause: 

On feathers for beds, and on down of all kinds, on India 
rubber, oil cloth, webbing, shoes, braces, suspenders, or 
other fabrics ur manufactured articles composed wholly or 
in part of India rubber, on all clocks, and on chrystals or 
glass for watches, and on glass or pebbles for spectacles or 
eye glasses, when not set, there shall be levied a duty of 
twenty per cent. ad valorem, instead of the various duties 
imposed by the said act. 

Upon this question tellers were appointed; who 
reported—ayes 70, noes 65. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. LABRANCHE moved to strike out the 
first clause of the eighth section, so as to keep 
the duties on sugars, molasses, arid sirup as they 
are in the tariff of 1842; which was rejected. 

Mr. HALE moved to strike out the first clause 
of the eighth section, and to insert: 

On raw sugar and sugar cance, there shall be levied a duty 
of thirty per cent. ad valorem. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HAMLIN moved to strike out ** twenty- 
five,’’and insert * thirty,’’ in the following clause: 

On salt there shall be levied a duty of twenty per cent., 
instead of the duty of eight cents pt bushel, imposed by 
said act; and on vinegar, beef, pork, hams, bacon, cheese, 
butter, and wheat, barley, ryc, oats, Indian corn, or maize 
wheat flour, Indian meal, and potatoes, there shall be levied 
a duty of twenty-five per cent. ad valorem. 

Tellers were appointed; who reported—ayes 
forty-eight, noes not counted. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to strike out 
the whole clause from line forty-nine to fifty-nine, 
inclusive, [the duty on salt ;] which was rejected. 

Mr. CATLIN moved to strike out forty-two 
cents, and insert one dollar, [duty on spirits from 
grain;] which was rejected. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved to strike out 
thirty per cent., and insert forty, as the duty on 
wines of all sorts. 

The motion was not agreed to. 





May §, 
iin RATERRE moved to strike out the 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. ELMER moved to strike out the eley 
section, which establishes th peach 
the market value. Pree ne 
The motion was not agreed to. | 


Mr. CARY offered the followin 
to the eighth section: eae 


1. Strike out all in lines forty-nine, fifty, a . 
to and including the word “ act ;”’ so as herent oe " 
on salt as now established by law. uty 
2. Strike out the word “twenty,” and insert “ fifty,» ; 
the forty-ninth line; increasing the duty on salt to’ ther 
"5. Strik it the word “t and i 
. e out the w went and insert “ 
the forty-ninth line. forty,” in 
4. Strike out the word “ twenty,” 
five,”’ in the forty-ninth line. 
5. Same, inserting “ thirty.”’ 
The amendments were rejected. 
Mr. CARY moved to amend the ninth se 
as follows: 
1. Strike obt the first clause, so as to leave the duty on 
spirits the same as now fixed by law. 
2. Strike out the word “ thirty,” in the seventeenth line, 


and insert, in lieu thereof, ‘ fifty ;”’ raising to that amount 
the duty on wines. 


The amendments were rejected. 


Mr. CARY moved to strike out the twelfth 
section, which proposed to reduce to twenty-five 
r cent. all ad valorem duties above that on the 
st September, 1845. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, moved an 
amendment repealing that clause of the distribu. 
tion bill which provides that there shall be no 
distribution of the proceeds of the public lands 
when the duties exceed twenty per cent. 

The question was taken by tellers; and resulted 
—ayes 31; noes not counted. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. REDING offered an amendment to come 
in as an additional section, fixing the rate of duty 
at twenty per cent. ad valorem on all philosoph- 
ical apparatus and astronomical instruments, 
specimens of drawings, sculpture, cameo, med- 
als, statuary, trees, shrubs, plants, roots, dye 
woods, and dye stuffs, &c. : 

This amendment was agreed to—ayes 81, nocs 


and insert thiny. 


ction, 


Mr. HUNGERFORD moved an amendmen', 
as an additional section, providing that ginger, 
cassia, black pepper, and pimento, shall be ad- 
mitted duty free. 

Mr. WENTWORTH moved to amend the 
amendment by adding salt. 

The amendment was rejected; and Mr. Hvy- 
GERFORD’s amendment was also rejected. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved an amendment 
to impose a duty of twenty per cent. ad valorem 
on gold watches and jewelry; which was lost. 


Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, moved that 
Thecommittee rise and report the bill to the House. 
The motion wasagreed to; and the committee rose, 
and reported the bill accordingly, with its various 
amendments. 

Mr. McK AY said it had been his desire to ad- 
dress the committee on this bill, as he had re- 
ported it, but he had not had an opportunity to 
do so this morning before the arrival of the hour 
to terminate debate. He would, therefore, pro- 
ceed now to do so. [Cries of *“‘Adjourn.”’) | 

Some conversation ensued on the question, 
whether, if the House now adjourned, this bill 
would be the first in order to-morrow. , 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that it 
would, after the expiration of the morning hour. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved an adjournment. 

a HENLEY called for the yeas and nays 
thereon. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE suggested that any diffi- 
culty in the matter should be removed by some 

ent, whereby this bill could be made 
the special order for to-morrow. [Cries of 
greets And from day to day, until it 1s 
of! 

Mr. SCHENCK intimated that if the gentle- 
man from North Carolina [Mr.McKay] was not 
now ready to go on with his remarks, there were 
other gentlemen that were. t 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said that would not inter- 
fere with his proposition. ‘ 

The SPEA was about to put the question 
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roposition to make this bill the special 
oe CC incuiow. and subsequent Gaya atti 
‘nosed of, when 
Mr. BARNARD inquired if that motion would 
yire a vote of two thirds. He also observed 
hat he was a member of the committee from 
ghich this bill was reported, and he wished to 
pake some remarks upon it as a revenue meas- 


Mr. MERRICK remarked that he had béen 
informed that there was not adequate force to 
transact the business of that Department. He 
moved to strike out all of the resolution after the 
word *‘ office,’” which seemed to him to imply a 
censure on the Comptroller. 

Mr. EVANS said it was not so intended. 

The motion was disagreed to. 

The resolution was then adopted. 


DEATH OF HON. HENRY R. BRINKERHOFT. 


A message was received from the House of Rep- 
| resentatives, by their Clerk, announcing the death 
| of Hon. Henry R. Baiwkernorr, member elect 
The following petition was handed to the reporter by the || from the State of Ohio, and the pee of reso- 


ber presenting it: | . os 
"hy Mr. WRIGH , of New Jersey: The petition of John lutions testifying the respect of that body for the 


Saas conversation ensued, and then the mo- 
ijon to make the bill the special order for to-mor- 
row and subsequent days was agreed to. 

The House then adjourned. 





Woodbridge and eighty-three others, citizens of New Prov- || Memory of the deceased; which were read. 
jgence, Essex county, New Jersey, asking a reduction of 
postage. Mr.ALLEN. Mr. President, the two Houses 
of Congress have, during their present session, 
been more frequently than usual called to sus- 


for a while their ordinary duties, by the 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 9, 1844. 


Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial numer- 
ously si ned, from citizens of the county of Chit- 
enden, Vermont, remonstrating against the pro- 

annexation of Texas to the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. BAGBY presented a petition from Sarah 
§. Bishop, widow of Calvin Bishop, deceased, 
iate postmaster at Columbia, asking the payment 
of the claim of her husband against the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads. 


solemn voice of death. Many of our fellow mem- 
bers, and among them two of Ohio’s delegation, 
have passed to the grave. Some of them have 
been stricken down in our midst, whilst partici- 


egislatiqgn; others have been cut off, without 
being allowed to reach the scene of those labors. 
Among the latter, was the honored subject of the 
message which the Senate have just received from 
the House of Representatives. On the 30th day 


his age, General, Brinxeruorr died at his resi- 


, dence, in the county of Huron, in the State of 
Mr. TALLMADGE presented two memorials Ohio, a victim to the disease with which he was 


from citizens of the county of Ontario, New York, || attacked about the commencement of our session. 
against the annexation of Texas to the United || tye died, sir, not in the presence of strangers, or 
Sates; which were referred to the Committee on || in the destitution of hope; but surrounded by his 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials 
from citizens of the city and county of Philadel- 
phia, strongly urging the immediate annexation 
of Texas to the Union, and the ratification of the 
treaty for that object; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a memorial, very 
numerously signed by citizens of the county of 
Brook, praying that the present tariff may not 
be disturbed; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting held in the 
court-house of Madison, by citizens of Madison 


religion, and in the full assurance of that reward 
which it offers to the just. His character had 
been formed under the severe discipline of a fron- 
tier life—in that school where the more manly 
qualities of the heart and faculties of the mind are 
brought early into requisition; where sagacity 
and judgment, fortitude and courage—where in- 
tegrity, generosity, truth, industry, and fidelity, 
are cultivated under the promptings of nature, 
unaffected by the enervating habits and doubtful 

morals of a more aged and artificial society. A 

native of the county of Adams, in the Common- 


county, Virginia, in favor of the immediate an- 
nexation of ‘Texas to the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 


Mr. CRITTENDEN presented a petition of 
Robert Poindexter, a soldier in all the wars of the 
United States, and who was wounded in defense 
of his country, praying for an invalid pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


MEMORIAL WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. BENTON, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate the me- 
morial of the Shawnee Indians; and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. ton. 


Mr. HAYWOOD, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, made an adverse report, which 


infant, with his parents, to the county of Cayuga, 
in the State of New York—that region, now so 

opulous, being then an unmeasured and tenant- 
ess wilderness. It was there that he grew up to 
the maturity of his manhood, with the rising 
community, whose geod will and unfaltering 
confidence he acquire 


by his merits, and never 
lost by a fault. 


country. ; 
During the late war, he organized among his 
neighbors a conipany of volunteers, and led them 


in the terrible storming of the heights of Queens- | 
In that enterprise—one of the most des- | 
perate in our annals—he displayed a promptand | 
steady interpidity; and for that, in connection | 
was ordered to be printed, on the memorial of with the other personal merits and endowments, | 


Julia L. Weed, the widow of Elijah J. Weed. he was afterwards promoted to the rank of a 
Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on the Post ore general in the militia service of the State, 
Office and Post Roads, reported back, without || and twice appointed by the people to a seat in 
amendment,and with a recommendation that they || the Legislature. In the year 1837 he removed to 
do pass, the House bill for the relief of Adam L. || his late residence in Ohio, where the same quali- 
Mills, and the joint resolution authorizing the || ties by which he had been distinguished in New 
Postmaster General to reéxamine certain claims, || York enabled him to command the esteem of the 
and to allow one month’s extra pay to certain intelligent community of whom he there became 
contractors. a werent ve + _ that congeeonanel dis- 
: . trict in which political opinions are poised in a 
Fv PURNS enleiijed the: owing vente doubtful helaticés that he was elected a member 
: of the present Congress by a majority transcend- 
ing the expectations of his friends. He is now 
no more. He has left behind him a character of 
unspotted integrity to break the force of the afflic- 
tion with which his death has bruised the hearts 
of his bereaved widow and fatherless children. 
The customary resolutions of condolence, of 
ing into mourning for thirty days, and of ad- 
ae forthwith, as a token of respect, were 
ado 5 
The Senate then adjourned. 


to inform the Senate whether any additional clerks are 
wanted in the office of the Comptroller of the to 
secure the dispatch of business in that office ; and if so. 

many; and if not, what legislative action is required 
to secure that object. 


Mr. E. made some remarks on the difficulty of 
procuring prompt responses from that Department 
to the calls for information. He had heard it at- 
tributed to the want of a competent force to trans- 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
act the business of that Department. | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


family and friends—in the sacred ordinances of | 


wealth of Pennsylvania, he removed, when an | 


e was one who, under the in- || 
fluence of that patriotism ever so conspicuous | 
among the hardy virtues of the frontier settler, | 
voluntarily periled his life in the service of his | 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspar, May 9, 1844. 
The Journal having been read, 
| Mr. POTTER, of Ohio, said: Mr. Speaker, it 
| has required no long membership of this House 
| to familiarize one with the custom of announcing 
| publicly to its members the death of one of their 
| number. 
Already have we witnessed in this Hall, during 
| the present session of Congress, the funeral obse- 
ules of three Senators and six members of this 
ouse; and we are about to add another to the 
record of death amongst us. 

This seems to be a period in our history in 
which death has fixed a high aim for his shafts. 
He has but recently struck down the head of the 
nation, following up that sad blow by an unpar- 
alleled fatality to the heads of the different De- 
partments of the Government; and, as if unsatis- 
| fied with the ordinary demands for victims, he 
| has sought, in high places, to mark his power, 

reminding the great, the wise, and the ambitious, 
and through them the nation, that no place, how- 
ever high and honorable, is exempt from the com- 
mon lot of all; and that the end of all earthly 





It has fallen to my lot to announce the death of 
my colleague, Henry R. Brinxernorr, late a 


ating earnestly and faithfully in the labors of | glory is the grave. 
| 


member ot this House from the State of Ohio; 
and in doing so, | cannot refrain from reviewing 
briefly his history, as it is replete with instruc- 


our country affords of the benefits of free institu- 
tions to the development of the human mind, and 
of their tendency to raise it to the high destiny 
towards which it aspires, 

General Brinxernorr was born of humble but 
|| honest parents, in Adams county, in the State of 
|| Pennsylvania, from whence, in deny boyhood, 
|| he emigrated with his father’s family to Cayuga 
|| county, in the State of New York, then a track- 
| less wilderness. 

From the condition of the country, his oppor- 
|| tunities for early education were but limited; yet, 
possessed of a mind which rose eee to every 
obstacle which it encountered, he became a man 
of much general intelligence and enlarged views. 

On the breaking out of the late war with Great 
Britain, he repaired to the frontier, in command 
of a company of volunteers of the New York 
militia, and at the battle of Queenston heights, 
distinguished himself as a brave and patriotic 
| soldier. 

For many years he held the office of major gen- 
eral of New York State militia, and ata time, too, 
when military honors were sought after, even in 
the military service of the country, by her best 
and ablest patriots, and inspired the respect of 
every citizen. 

He was twice electcd a member of the New 

York Legislature, where he was distinguished for 
sound practical sense, and a rigid adherence to 
the interests of his constituents. 
In the spring of 1837, he removed to Huron 
| county, Ohio; and here, among strangers, in the 
space of six years, he had acquired the unlimited 
confidence ofa large constituency, and was elected 
a member of the ‘Fwenty-Eighth Congress, in a 
district opposed to him in politics. 

When about to leave home for the scene of his 
contemplated labors here, he was attacked with 
| the disease which, although it flattered him with 
| the hope of recovery, almost up to the day of his 
|| death, finally terminated his existence, at his res- 
] idence in Huron county, on the 30th day of last 


of the last month, and in the fifty-sixth year of tion, and one out of the many thousand examples 
} 








| April, at the age of fifty-six years. 

‘| In General Bainxernorr are illustrated the 
beauties of our system of Government; unaided 

|| by the influence of wealth or aristocratic family 

|| connections, he attained a distinguished position; 

|| and that, too, in a community where intellect was 
appreciated, and ambition had its votaries. He 
was truly “a self-made man.’’ Need I go be- 
yond these walls for further illustrations of this 
expression; and need I pay the institutions of our 





country a higher encomium, than to point to her | 


* self-made men?”’ : 
General Bainxeruorr, as his name indicates, 
was a descendant of the “* Knickerbocker,” and 
he inherited all the characteristics of his Dutch 
ancestry—prudence, discretion, firmness, and a 
scrupulous integrity. He was a practical farmer 
—another evidence that the highest attainments 
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in civil or snilitory science are not incompatible 
with the culture of the soil. 

He was a kind and devoted husband, a tender | 
and affectionate father; but the widow and the 
orphan, who deplore his loss, mourn not as for 
one without hope. He had long been associated 
with the Presbyterian Church, as a devout and | 
exemplary member, and died in the full enjoy- | 
ment of the consolations of that religion, of whose 
influence over the actions and conduct of man- | 
kind his whole life afforded the amplest evidence. 

His constituents have lost an able and faithful 
Representative, his colleagues an adviser and 
friend, and the nation a good man from her coup- | 
cils, 

Mr. P. then offered the following resolutions; | 
which were unanimously adopted: 

Resolved, That this House has heard, with deep sensi- | 








dility, of the death of Hon. Henay KR. DRINKERHOFF, a i 


member of this House, who died at his residence, Huron 
county, Ohio, on the 30th ultimo. 

Resolved, That the members of this House will testify 
their respect for the memory of the deceased, by wearing 
“ye on the left arm for thirty days. 

esolved, As a further testimony of respect, that this 
House do now adjourn. 


The House then adjourned. 





ed 


IN SENATE. 
Farivar, May 10, 1844. 

On motion of Mr. BAGBY, leave was granted 
to withdraw from the files the papers in the case 
of Joshua Kennedy. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Mr. TALLMADGE presented a remonstrance 
of ninety-six citizens of Oswego county, New 
York, against the annexation of Texas to the 
United States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittée on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. RIVES presented the proceedings of a 


meeting of citizens of Madison county, Virginia, || 


held at Madison court-house, in favor of the 
annexation of Texas to the United States; and a 
petition signed by a number of individual citizens 
of the county of Madison, Virginia, of the same 
purport; which were referred to the Committee 
ov Foreign Relations. 

Also, a remonstrance from citizens of Fluvanna 
county, Virginia, against any alteration of the 
present tariff; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. TAPPAN presented documents in support 
of the claims of Ebenezer Hickkox fora pension; 
which were referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. 

Mr. ARCHER presented a petition from citi- 
zens of Petersburg, Virginia, praying that the 
present tariff may not be disturbed; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented a petition from Na- 
thaniel Hoggatt, of Mississippi, praying for the 
confirmation of certain entries of land heretofore 
made in the land office of Ouachita, Louisiana; 
which was referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

The PRESIDENT presented to the Senate a 
petition from Henry Smith, of Sweetwater, now | 
residing in Alabama, setting forth that he form- | 
erly resided on land lying in what was called | 
Miller county, Arkansas, but which, since the | 
ranning of the boundary line between the United | 
States and Texas, was decided to be in Texas, | 


and praying Congress to pass a law to allow him 


to bring therefrom, into the United States, certain 


slaves which belong to him, and which were || 


removed by him int that country, in 1837; which | 


Mr. BAGBY remarked that he had received a 
communication from Mr. Smith upon the same 
subject. He expressed the hope that the Judi- | 
ciary Committee, to which the petition had been | 
referred, would give the subject prompt consid- | 
eration. 


Mr. SEVIER spoke of there being a number | to recharter the 


of individuals placed in the same condition by the 
running of the boundary line—those, too, who 
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was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. | 
| 


NOTICE OF A BILL, 


* 

Mr. WRIGHT gave notice that he would, on 
to-morrow, ask leave to introduce a bill for the 
relief of the legal representatives of William P. 
Cheever, deceased. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PHELPS, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of John H. Meln- 
tosh, which was read, and ordered to a second 
reading, and to be printed, with the report accom- 
| panying. 
| Also, from the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office, reported a joint resolution for the 
relief of Charles M, Keller; which was read, and 
ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee on 
Commerce, reported back, without amendment, 
and with a recommendation that it be indefinitely 
postponed, the bill to remodel the consular estab- 
| lishment of the United States. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the memorial 
of Joseph de la Francia, reported a bill supple- 
mentary to an act auth orein the Secretary of 
State to liquidate certain claims therein mentioned, 
passed April 18, 1814; which was read, and or- 
dered to a second reading. 

On motion of Mr. HUGER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Buildings and 
| Grounds be instructed to inquire if it would not be more 
| appropriate to remove the naval monument on the west of 
the Capitol to the navy-yard, and substitute in its place the 

statue of Washington by Greenough. 
| Mr. CRITTENDEN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs, reported back, without amend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it be in- 
| definitely postponed, the bill to regulate the pay 
of the Army of the United States, and for other 
papers. J 

r. EVANS expressed the wish thatthe chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs would 
call up this bill at an early day, and have it dis- 





posed of, as the Army appropriation bill was 
awaiting the action of the este upon it, 

Mr. CRITTENDEN remarked that he would 
move for its consideration at an early day. 


BILLS PASSED. 
The following bills were read the third time, and 
assed: 
The bill for the relief of Charles W. Morgan; 
The bill supplementary to the act entitled “An 
act regulating the trade and intercourse with the 
Indian tribes and to preserve peace on the fron- 
| tiers,’’ passed 30th June, 1834; 
The bill for the relief of citizens of towns on 
| the public lands of the United States, under cer- 
tain circumstances; and 
The bill granting to the Great Western Rail- 
road Company, in the State of Illinois, the right 
| of way through the public lands of the United 
| States, and for other purposes. 


VERMONT MILITIA. 


The bill entitled an act for the payment of the 
fourth regiment of the second brigade of the third 
division of the Vermont militia, for services at 
the battle of Plattsburg, was read the third time; 

| and the question being, ‘ Shall the bill pass ?”” 

Mr. HAYWOOD demanded the yeas and 

| nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. HAYWOOD then, in some remarks, op- 
| posed the bill on the ground that the troops were 
| not mustered in the service. 

| Messrs. PHELPS, MOREHEAD, and MER- 
_ RICK, defended the bill. 
| 





The question was then taken, and the bill was 

| passed—yeas 33, nays 4. 

DISTRICT BANKS. 

Mr. MILLER called for the consideration of 
the unfinished special order, which was the bill 
nks in the District of Colum- 
| bia. It was important that the bill should be 
| acted upon to-day, as the House had assigned 


were members of the convention which formed || but two days for the consideration of this Dis- 
the constitution of Arkansas—which would re- || trict business; one of which was to-morrow. 


quire similar legislation. He thought the shortest 

lan to settle the matter would be to take Texas 
into the Union at once; which he hoped would be 
done before the adjournment. If not, he would 
go for the bill to grant relief in the manner re- 
quired. 





EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


|| Mr. BENTON moved that the Senate proceed 


to the consideration of executive business. 
Mr. MILLER demanded the yeas and nays 
| on that motion. 






The yeas and nays were ordered. 
he question was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 29, nays 14. 

The Senate having spent several hours in ex. 
ecutive session, adjourned till Monday next, 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVEs. 
Friar, May 10, 1844. 


TheJournal of yesterday wasreadanda 

On motion of Mr. DEAN, it was ed i 
the vacancy in the Committee on the Militia Oc: 
casioned by the death of Mr. Frick, be filled. 


MEMBERS SWORN IN. 


Mr. HAMLIN introduced his colleague, Mr 
Jenemian E. Cary, and the usual oath havine 
been administered, Mr. Cary took his seat, 

Mr.SUMMERS announced that his colleague 
Mr. Wiu1am L. Gocei, was in attendance. The 
oath was administered by the Speaker, and M; 
Gocgain took his seat. : 


RESIGNATION OF HON. D. H. LEWIs. 


The following communication from Hon. Dixoy 
H. Lewis, addressed to the Speaker, was read, 
laid upon the table, and ordered to be printed: 

Wasuinerton City, May 7, 1844. 

Sir: I have this day accepted the appointment of Sen. 
ator, to fill the vacancy created by the retirement of Hon. 
William R. King from the Senate of the United States, by 
transmitting to Governor of Alabama the resignation of 
my seat as a member of the House of Representatives fron 
the third congressional district of that State. 

In thus dissevering myself from a connection which has 
so long united me to the House of Representatives, as, in 
point of continuous service, to have constituted me the 
senior member of that body, I take leave of the House with 
a sentiment of respect, which has been progressively in. 
creased at each succeeding session, by a more intimate ac- 
quaintance with its members. It is a remark, confirmed 
by my own observation, that a superficial knowledge of 
that body generally overestimates the an of in- 
dividuals, as compared with the mass of its members ; while 
a more thorough acquaintance with the House, and of its 
members, never fails to increase the estimate of that vast 
aggregate of talent and intelligence always to be found in 

e se of Representatives. 

In conclusion, allow me to say that I shall never cease 
to remember, with pleasure and with gratitude, the many 
evidences which, through a Jong service, I have uniformly 
received, of the confidence and kindness of the body, in- 
dividually and collectively, and to assure its members, 
without distinction or difference, of my prayers for their 
continued prosperity and happiness. 

With sentiments of great respect, I am, sir, very respect- 


fully, your obedient servant, 
DIXON H. LEWIS. 
Hon. Joun W. Jones, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the vacancy in the 
Committee of bers and Means, occasioned by 
the resignation of Mr. Lewis, was ordered to be 
filled. 

COMMITTEE DISCHARGED. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was ordered that 
the Committee on Commerce be discharged from 
the consideration of the petition of citizens of 
Keene, in the State of New Hampshire, for the 
protection of the colonies at Liberia. 

On motion of Mr.J.R. INGERSOLL, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole was discharged from the fur- 
ther consideration of bill No. 26, to fix the value 
of certain foreign moneys of account in compu- 
tation at the custom-houses; and the same was 
referred to the Committee of the-Whole on the 
state of the Union. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


Mr. POTTER, of Ohio, asked and obtained 
leave to withdraw from the files the papers in the 
case of Haycock. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, by general 
consent, the business on the Speaker’s table was 
taken up and disposed of. 

The botlowing bills from the Senate were read 
twice, and referred as indicated below: 

An act toapply certain alternate sections of the 
public domain towards the completion of works 
of internal improvement in the State of Michigan 
—to the Committee on Roads and . 

. An act for the continuation of the Cumberland 
road in the States of Indiana and Illinois—to the 
Committee on Roads and Canals. 

An act to grant certain lands to the State of 
Indiana, the better to enable the said State to ex- 
tend and complete the Wabash and Erie canal 
from Terre Haute to the Ohio river—to the select 
committee upon that subject. 
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ct supplementary to the act entitled ‘‘An 
Ab wipulate the Say Of the Navy of the United 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
An act for the relief of George Harrison and 
pis sureties—to the Committee of Claims. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The followin executive communications were 
sid before the House, read, and referred: 

Aletter from the President of the United States, 
iansmitting a report of the Secretary of War in 
ylation to agents or persons employed since 
March 4, 1837, without express authority of law, 


* letter from the President of the United States, 
yansmitting a report, with accompanying docu- 
nents, from the seule: of War, containing all 
the information that could be furnished by that 
Department respecting the allowance of claims 
previously rejected. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. JENKS, from the Committee on the Post 
Ofice and Post Roads, made a report upon the 
ease of Peters, Moore, & Co., accompanied by a 
pill for their relief; which was read a first and 
second time, and committed to a Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. RELFE, from the same committee, made 
areport upon the petition of apa R. McNair, 
secompanied by a bill for his relief; which was 
read a first and second time, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House. 


AMENDMENT OF RULES. 


Mr. HENLEY gave notice of his intention to 
introduce a resolution to amend the rules. 


THE TARIFF. 


Mr. McKAY called for the special order of the 
day; and the House accordingly proceeded to the 
special order, being the consideration of the tariff 

_ will, as reported with amendments from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McKAY being entitled to the floor, re- 
marked that, as the gentleman from New York, 
{[Mr. Banwarp,] one of the members of the Com- 
mittee of i and Means, was desirous of ad- 
dressing the House, he would yield the floor for 
the purpose of enabling him to do so. 

r. BARNARD proceeded to address the 
House in opposition to the views of the majority 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, as set 
forth in their report. He examined the report in 
detail, controverting the positions taken by the 
committee. He contended that the bill which 
had been reported by the committee was neither 
a revenue measure, inasmuch as it would pro- 
duce less revenue than the present tariff law, nor 
a protective measure, because it reduced the 
amount of duties upon almost all articles of im- 


rt, 

Mr. McKAY was next awarded the floor. 

Mr. HOLMES rose to a point of order, the 
— from North Carolina having already 

d the floor. 

The SPEAKER said thegentleman from North 
—— had not addressed the House on this 

uk, 

Mr. McKAY said, having reported this bill 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, it be- 
came his duty to say something in its defense, 
and more particularly in answer to some objec- 
= which had been made ie Bas course ——_ 

ebate against its ‘ e gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Repeane stated that the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means had not been called 
upon at all for any revision of the tariff at the 
present session; or, at least, that they were not 
authorized to do so by any statement of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; but the gentleman forgot 
that the Seetetary of the Treasury, in his annual 
report, communicated the fact that there would 
a deficiency in the revenue, and that means 
must be taken to meet it. It was true the Secre- 
tary did not say whether, by an increase or de- 
crease of the duties fixed by the act of 1842, the 
ired improvement in the revenue could be 
made; but the gentleman from New York would 


hot surely intend to say that the Committee. of 
Ways and Means were not to look to any other 
Sources of revenue than those that might be indi- 
tated by the fiscal officer of the Government. It 
Was their duty to look wherever they thought 
alteration wherever the com- 


was necessary; and 








mittee deemed alteration advisable, it was their 
me to report that fact to the House. 
u 


was not a proper time to alter the tariff act; that 
this was the eve of a presidential election, and 
that this subject should remain untouched until 
the presidential election was settled. Now, it 
was a remarkable fact that, since the adoption of 
this protective system, in 1816, to the present 
period, with the exception of the act of 1842, 
every single act levying duties on foreign im- 
ports was passed on the eve of a presidential 
election. It was so in 1816, 1820, 1824, 1828, 
and 1832; and so on at intervals of four years, in 
each case just preceding a presidential contest. 
The only exception was 1842; and he would ap- 
peal to the House if there was anything in the 
character of that act, or in its details, to commend 
itas an example for imitation? He could not 
believe in this doctrine, now so current, that they 
must look to the result of presidential elections 
for the settlement of all the great questions b 

which parties in this country were divided. [f 
that were to be the doctrine; if all the great ques- 
tions were to be postponed for final settlement to 


powers of Congress into the hands of the Exec- 
utive, and give him not only the power of recom- 
mending measures to Congress, but something 
more than the initiation of measures for this Gov- 
ernment. If, then, it was an sprsopuete time to 


elections in the history of this Government, he 
asked if it was not also a propitious time now 


that the Committee of Ways and Means did not 


committee in 1842; that they did not apply for 










t it had been said by some others that this 


new Administrations, they would surrender the 


pass tariff acts just before preceding presidential 


to relieve the people from the burdens imposed 
by a tariff act. . 

But it had been said by some other gentlemen 
pursue the course which was pursued by the same 


information to the manufacturers of the country. 


This remark, he believed, was made by a gentle- 


man from Maryland, (Mr. Werserep.] Now 
the committee was called upon to report to this 
House if there could be any improvement made 
in the revenue by an alteration of the act of 1842. 
lt was not necessary to apply to the manufac- 
turers; and if application had been made to them, 
would they have made any other recommendation 
than an increase of the rates of duties for their 
own benefit? All the committee did, was to apply 
to importing merchants for facts; and, in the cir- 
culars addressed to the importing merchants, they 
were distinctly told that facts, and not opinions, 
were desired. The committee desired to know 
what was the operation of the tariff act of 1842 
on the articles imported. Was there any impro- 

riety in this? The Committee of Ways and 
Means received, from the importing merchants to 
which the committee’s circulars were addressed, 
a number of statistical tables, which were in the 
room of the committee, and could be seen by any 
gentleman who desired to see them; but the gen- 
eral result was appended to the report of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. 

Having disposed of these preliminary points, 
he now came to the main inquiry, was there any- 
thing in the act of 1842 which required amend- 
ments? He would admit, if there was nothing at 
all objectionable in the details of that act, they 
should, of course, make no attempt to alter them 
at the present time, for it was no part of the duty 
of the committee to change simply for the sake of 
change; but it was the conviction of the majority 
of the Committee of Ways and Means that the 
rate of duties was entirely too high for the pur- 

ses of revenue, and that those duties ought to 
be reduced. Every member of the House would 
have seen, by an inspection of the tables which 
are appended to the report of the committee, that 
the duties ranged from a quarter of one per cent. 
up to two hundred and more per cent.; and he 
would ask the House if this fact alone did not 
show that these enormous duties should be mod- 
ified, as being too onerous for the purposes of 
revenue? But, taking the Treasury tables as the 
standard, it would be seen that the average rate 
of duties on imports paying specific duties was 
eye of fifty per cent, and on those paying 

valorem duties upwards of twenty-four per 
cent.; making a general average of thirty-seven 
cent. And he would ask the House if this 

st, ind: dent of all other considerations, did 
not furnish sufficient evidence of the fact that the 
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tariff act of 1842 was necessarily highly restrict- 
ive? Why, could it be expected, if the doctrine 
which had been broached here was true, that the 
foreign producer, and not the consumer, paid the 
duties on imports, that the foreign producer would 
consent to be taxed at something like the rate of 
thirty-seven percent? Could it be etpected that 
they would send as many goods here as they 
would if the duties were more moderate? Buty 
in addition to this, this law had been in operation 
when the Committce of Ways and Means were 
called upon to act, but from the Ist of September, 
1842. They had been furnished with returns 
under its operation but for nine months; and the 
tables which the gentleman from New York [Mri 
Barnarp] had referred to in his speech had been 
furnished subsequently, and had not been seen 
by the Committee of Ways and Means when he 
made his report. But the tables which he fur- 
nished with his report, showing the imports from 
the Ist October, 1842, to the 30th June, 1843, were 
before him; and what did they show? Why,a 
very great falling off of duties paid into the Treas- 
ury of the ie The duties had fallen down 
to $29,000,000. 

wards of $25,000,000. But how was it that there 
was a falling off of the import duties? He would 
not go into details to show the effect produced on 
particular articles, as gentlemen could do that for 


rue, the free goods were up- 


themselves, if they desired it. 
He proceeded to compare the amount of imports 


at various periods, and the amount of revenue 
derived therefrom, to show that a greater amount 
of revenue had been the invariable result of a 
lower rate of duties. Why did gentlemen object 
so strenuously to a reduction of the rates of du- 
ties? It was because the result would be a larger 
amount of importation, and consequently a com- 


etition with the manufacturers of this country. 
e referred to the estimates made at various times 
of the expected receipts from duties on imports, 


to show how erroneous were the views of the most 


sagaciousand best informed upon the subject. The 
chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means 
who reported the tariff bill of 1842 estimated the 
probable receipts under that bill at the net amount 
of twenty-five or twenty-six million dollars. But 
what was the fact? The net revenue derived from 
the imports under that act, during the first year, 
did not amount to sixteen million—ten million 
less than was estimated by the friends of the bill. 
The trade in various articles upon which high 
duties had been placed by that act had almost 
ceased altogether. 

Mr. McK. referred to the authority of Mr. Ew- 
ing, as one that ought to have great weight with 
many in this House. At the extra session, Mr. 
Ewing, in his report to Congress, estimated the 
amount of imports into the country, not for one, 
nor two, nor three days, but for a series of years, 
at $140,000,000; and ae from this only 
$14,000,000 for free articles, he left an amount of 
$125,000,000 of dutiable articles, on which he pro- 
posed a duty of twenty per cent., which he said 
would produce $25,000,000. Mr.McK. then quoted 

Ptables in the reports of the Treasury De- 
partment, showing that the amountof exports was 
always greater during the existence of low duties 
than in the years when the duties were high, Mr. 
McK. then referred to the argument of Mr. Win- 
rHrop thata high tariff would produce an influx of 
specie into the country, and referred to the tables 
in the Treasury reports to show that the contrary 
was the fact. he first, a high tariff was favorable 
to importations of specie, but ultimately it kept 
specie from coming in. . 

Here the Speaker’s hammer fell, announcing 
that Mr. KceKay’s hour had expired. 

The question being on concurring in the report 
made in Committee 6f the Whole, 

Mr. CULLOM demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON moved a call of the House. 

Mr. PETTIT called for the yeas and nays; 
which being ordered, the question was taken, re- 
sulting—yeas 109, nays 81. 

So a call of the House was ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, and two 
hundred members answered to their names. 

* Mr. WELLER moved that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be suspended. 
he motion was agreed to—ayes 94, noes 66. 

The question then recurred on seconding the 

demand for the previous question. 
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The effect of this motion would be to cut off 
all amendments to the bill, and bring the House 
to a direct vote upon the amendments adopted in 








| 


the Committee of the Whole, and upon the bill || 
| Green, Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 


as amended. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Gainne.u 
and C. Jounson were appointed; and they re- 
ported—ayes 93, noes 65. 

So there was a second. 

The main question was also ordered to be now 


put. . 

The SPEAKER then announced the question 
to be on concurring in the amendments of the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union. ; { : 

Mr. ELMER said he believed it was now in 
order to move to lay this bill on the table, and he 
accordingly made that motion. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HARDIN a&ked the gentleman from New 
Jersey (Mr. Ermer] if it was intended hereafter 
to call up this bill if his motion to lay it on the 
table should prevail, or was this to be considered 
atest vote? [Leud cries from all parts of the 
House, ‘* Yes, a test vote.’’) They were then 
distinctly to understand that it was a test vote? 
[Loud cries of * Yes; a test vote.’’] 

The SPEAKER interposed and said all debate 
was out of order. 

The yeas and nays were then ordered ; and re- 
sulted—yeas 105, nays 99, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Jeremiah E. Cary, 
Carroll, Catlin, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Clingman, Col- 
lamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, Garrett Davis, Richard D. 
Davis, Deberry, Dellett, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, 
Ellis, Eimer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, 
Giddings, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, 
Hardin, Harper, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, 
Charies J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, 
eyer B. Joinson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, 
Kirkpatrick, Marsh, Melivaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, 
Moseley, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, 
Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ramsey, Ray- 
ner, Ritter, Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, 
Senter, Severance, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert 
Smith,John T, Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Stephens, 
Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, 
Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wethered, 
Wheaton, White, Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, 
and Yost—105. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Bayly, Belser, 

Benton, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, 
Brinkerhoff, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldweil, 
Campbell, Shepherd Cary, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. 
Chapman, Chappell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cuilom, 
Daniel, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Douglas, Droim- 
oole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ficklin, Hale, Hamlin, Hammett, 
laralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, Hous- 
ton, Hubard, Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, Goerge W. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, 
Lumpkin, Lyon, Maclay, Mathews, McCauslen, McClel- 
land, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Joseph 
Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. 
Potter, Pratt, Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Kelfe, 
Rhett, Roberts, Robinson, St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. 
Seymour, Simpson, Slidell, Robert Smith, Steenrod, John 
Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tib- 
batts, Weller, Wentworth, Woodward, and Joseph A. 
Wright—99. 


So the bill was laid on the table. 


Mr. IRVIN moved a reconsideration of the 
vote just taken, by which the bill was laid upon 
thé table, and demanded the previous question. 

Mr. McCLERNAND moved that the House 
ee" 


pon this motion the yeas and nays were de- 
manded, and ordered. 
Mr, DROMGOOLE inquired if the motion for 
reconsideration was entered upon the Journal. 
The SPEAKER informed the gentleman from 
Virginia that the motion was entered. 
The yeas and nays were then taken; and re- 
sulted—yeas 77, nays 126; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Atkinson, Bayly, Belser, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, 
William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Campbell, Shepherd Cary, 
Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chapman, Chap- 
ell, Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daniel, Dawson, 
illingham, Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Hale, Hamlin, 
Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, H 


, Houston, Hub- 
ard, Hughes, Andrew Johnson, George 


. Jones, Andrew 
Kennedy, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
Mathews, McCausien, McClernand, McConnell, McKay, 
Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, 
Emery D. Potter, David 8. Reid, Rhett, Roberts, St. John, 
Sannders, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, 
Steenrod, Stiles, Taytor, Thompson, Weller, Wheaton, and 
Woodward—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Baker, Barrin- 
gcr, Barnard, Benton, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brod- 
head, Milton Brown, Jeremiah Browa, Buffington, Cald- 








| 
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J. Morris, Morse, Moseley 


| Strong, Summers, Sykes, Thomasson, hee go 








‘ranston, Dana, Darragh, Garrett 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, John Ww. Davis, Dean, Deberry, 
Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, 
Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, Giddings, Byram 


Hopkins, Hubbell, Hudson, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, 
Washington Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, Joseph R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, ee Cave eee a peg ohn = 
Kennedy, Preston Ki aniel P. . 
Lyon, Marsh, McClelland, McDowell, Slelivaine, Edward 
Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Pey- 
ton, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Preston, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Rayner, Reding, Relfe, tter, Robinson, 
Rockwell, Rogers, Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Sev- 
erance, Thomas H. Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, 
Albert Smith, John ‘T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, 
Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, John Se ae 
en, 
Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, Wentworth, Wethered, 
White, Williams, Winthrop, William Wright, Joseph A. 
Wright, and Yost—126. : 


The ra then recurred upon the motion to 


| reconsider the vote by which the bill was laid 


upon the table. 
Mr. BOWLIN moved a call of the House. 
The motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. PAYNE moved that the question of recon- 


| sideration be Rertpones until to-morrew. 


Mr. WINTHROP asked the Speaker if the 
effect of a postponement would not put the bill 
in the same situation as it then was, lying on the 


| the table, and requiring a vote of two thirds to 
| take it up? 


The SPEAKER said he would decide that 


| question when it came up. 


The question was then taken on the motion to 
postpone; and it was decided in the negative— 
yeas 98, nays 103; as follows: . 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Bayly, 
Belser, Benton, James A. Bidek, Blackwell, Bower, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Shepherd Cary, Reuben Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, happy Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Cullom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 
Dromgoole, Duncan, Dunlap, Ficklin, French, Hale, Ham- 
lin, Hammett, Haralson, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, 
Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Cave 
Johnson, Andrew Johnson, George W.Jones Andrew Ken- 
nedy, Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas Lump- 
kin, Lyon, Maclay, Mathews, McCauslen, McClelland, 
McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Joseph Mor- 
ris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, 
Rathbun, David S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Robinson, 


St. John, Saunders, Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simp- 
son, Robert Smith, Thomas Smith, Steenrod, John Stew- 
art, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, 
a Wentworth, Woodward, and Joseph A. Wright— 


NAYS—Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Mil- 
ton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington,Jeremiah E. Cary, 

an, Collamer, 
ichard D. Davis, 

Dillingham, Ellis, El- 
Foster, ‘eee. 
ays, 

lubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Charlies J. Ingersoll, 
Joseph R. Ingersoll, irvin, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, John 
Kirkpatrick, Marsh, Mcll- 

vaine, Edward J. Morris, Morse, Mosely, Nes Newton, 
R. Potter, 

Pratt, Preston, Ramsey, Rayner, Ritter, Rockwell, Rogers, 
Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. 
Seymour, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, John T. Smith, 
Spence, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Summers, 
Sykes, Thomasson, Tilden, PP we Vance, Vanmeter, Vin- 
hite, Williams, Winthrop, 


Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Cli 
Cranston, Dana, Darragh, Garrett Davis, 
Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson 
mer, Farlee, Fish, Florence, Foot, 
gi Willis Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 


P. Kennedy, Daniel P. King, 


Parmenter, Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha 


ton, Wethered, Wheaton, 
William Wright, and Yost—103. 


The question recurred on the motion for recon- 


sideration. 


Mr. DROMGOOLE moved that the House 
adjourn; and the yeas and nays having been 


ordered, 


Mr. HOLMES asked to be excused from vot- 
His reason 
for asking to be excused was, a motion was made 
which cuts off, for the present, legislation—legis- 
lation upon an important measure, which has at- 
tracted the attention of the whole nation, the eyes 
of which were upon the House. Now, it was 
important that they should not avoid legislation 
which was necessary to satisfy the demands of 


ing on the question of adjournment. 


the pe 


irrelevance 


Mr. HOLMES said he was showing why he | 
The people were 
demanding of the House legislation on an im- 
portant subject, and the motion to adjourn was to 
n the one side a bill was to be voted 
an existing 
_ law which was antagonistical to it, Now he de- 
manded that, the issue being made up, the House 
Hed to 
vote on the motion, what was to be the effect of |! Nes, Newton, 


should be excused from voting. 


avoid it. 
for, the object of which was to re 


should understand, before he was compe 








ople. 
Mr. ELMER called the gentleman to order for 
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well, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, 
Clingman, Collamer, c 





oan 
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it. As he understood the matter, one 

House had said that the whole Union was in” 
by the enon eee while the other tn, hed 
said that it was highly beneficial. As the ground 
therefore, that was taken b many of his ry 
tariff friends, was not tenable, he wished to be 
excused from voting; and he wished to be eXcused 
because he was placed in a position which admitted 
that the tariff was eminently beneficial to the én. 


try. 

Mr. HOPKINS and others called Mr, H to 
order, and objected to his proceeding. : 

_ SPEAKER said the gentleman was out of 
order. 
- as HOLMES wished to put a question to the 

air. 

The SPEAKER said that the gentlema 

not proceed without the leave of She a 
r. HUDSON moved that the gentleman have 

leave to proceed in order. 

Mr. COBB called for the yeas and nays; which 
were ordered; when 

Mr. HOLMES observed that he gave up. He 
would not take up the time of the House by acall 
for the yeas and nays. He had better die as Cesar 
did—with dignity. 

The question was then taken on the adjourn. 
ment; and was decided in the negative—yeas 90 
nays 112; as follows: : 


YEAS — Messrs. Arrington, Atkinson, Bayly, Belser 
James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Brin. 
kerhoff, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Campbell, Shep. 
herd Cary, Catlin, Reuben Chapman, Augustus A. Chap- 
man ann Clinton, Cobb, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Daa- 
iel, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, Dromgoole, Duncan, 
Dunlap, Elmer, Hale, Hamlin, Hammet, Haralson, Henry, 
Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Houston, Hubard, Cave Johnson; 
Andrew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Preston King, Labranche, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, Maclay, Mathews, McCaulsen, McClelland, McCler. 
nand, McConnell, McDowell, mag og Joseph Morris 
Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Pratt, David 
8. Reid, Relfe, Rhett, Robinson, St. John, Saunders, 
Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simpson, Slidell, Thomas 
Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, John Stewart, Stiles, 
Stone, Strong, Sykes, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Weller, 
Wheaton, and Joseph A. Wright—90. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Anderson, Ashe, Baker, 
Barringer, Barnard, Benton, Bidlack, Brengie, Brodhead, 
Milton Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Buffington, Caldwell, 
Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Cling- 
man, Collamer, Cranston, Dana, Darragh, Garrett Davis, 
Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickinson, 
Dillingham, Ellis, Farlee, Ficklin, Fish, Florence, Foot 
Foster, French, Giddings Goggin, Willis Green, Byram 
Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, Hays, Hopkins, 
Hubbell, Hudson, Hughes, Hungerfor Washington Hunt, 
James B. Hunt, Charies j. Ingersoll, Jose h R. Ingersoll, 
Irvin, Jenks, Periey B. Johnson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel 
P. King, Kirkpatrick, Marsh, McIlvaine, Edward J. Mor- 
ris, Morse, Moseley, Nes, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, 
Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha R. Potter, Preston, Ram- 
sey, Rathbun, Rayner, Reding, Ritter, Rockwell, Rogers, 
Russell, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, David L. 
Seymour, Albert Smith, John T. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, 
Spence, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Summers, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Tyler, Vance, Vanmeter, Vinton, 
Wentworth, Wethered, White, Williams, Winthrop, Wil- 
liam Wright, and Yost—112. 


The SPEAKER again announced the question 
to be on the motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was laid on the table. 

Mr. HARDIN asked for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered; and being taken, resulted 
—yeas 99, nays 103; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Arrington, Atkinson, Bayly, 
Belser, Benton, James A. Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bow- 
lin, Boyd, Brinkerhoff, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, 
Caldwell, Campbell, Shepherd Cary, Reuben Chapman, 
Augustus A. Chapman, Chappell Clinton, Cobb, Coles, 
Cross, Culiom, Daniel, John W. Davis, Dawson, Dean, 

Je, Duncan, Dunlap, Ficktin, Hale, Hamlin, Ham- 
mett, araison, Henley, Herrick, Holmes, Hoge, Hopkins, 
Houston, Hubard, Hughes, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, 
Andrew Johnson, Geo . Jones, Andrew Kennedy, 
Preston King, Labranehe, Leonard, Lucas, Lumpkin, 
Lyon, Maclay, Mathews, McCausien McClelland, Mc- 
Ciernand, McConnell, McDowell McKay, Joseph Morris, 
Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, 
Rathbun, David 'S. Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Robinson, 
St. John, Saunders, ‘Thomas H. Seymour, Simons, Simp- 
son, Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Jobn 





Stewart, Stiles, Stone, Strong, Taylor, Thompson ,Tibbatts, 
Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Woodward, and Joseph A. 
t 


NAYS Messrs. Abbot, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, 
Barnard, Bidlack, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton Brown, Jere- 
miah Brown, Buffington, Jeremiah E. Cary, Carroll, Catliv, 
Causin, Chilton, Clinch, Cli , Collamer, Cranston, 
», Garrett Davis, Richard D. Davis, eee: 
Deliet, Dickey, Dickinson, Dillingham, Ellis, Elmer, Fs 
lee, Fish, Florence, Foot, Foster, French, Gidding, = 
n, Willis Green, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, 
arper, Hays, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt, Cats 
J. Ingersoll, J Ingersoll, Irvin seas, ee 
Mani icivune Basta 3 Mores Me, Mes 
e ey war . ’ ’ 
Parmenter, Peyton, Phenix, Pollock, Elisha 
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potter Presion 
b Russell, 


, Ritter, Rockwell, 

Sample, nek, Senter, Severance, 
ber. Seymour, Albert Smith, Caleb B. Smith, John T. 
Deri Spence, Stephens, Stetson, Andrew Stewart, Sum- 
Bykes, yhomasson, Tilden, Tyler Vance, Vanmeter, 
nett, BY er tnered, White, Williams, Winthrop, William 


p, et aud Yost—l 


od the pill was laid upon the table. 
Mc. STEWART, of Pennsylvania, then said 
as death had just occurred in the House, he 
goved that this House do now adjourn. 
Mr. WENT 3 
mys but they were not ordered; and the original 


on was agreed to. 
wmhe House then adjourned. 


the following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By the SPEAKER: The petition of Catharine Jackson, 
paying for a pension, by reason of the services of her late 

d, John Jackson, in the revolutionary war. 

Also, the petition of citizens of Manchester county, Vir- 
gaia, on the subject of the tariff. 

By Mr. SMITH, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Jacob 
g. Mintzer, R. B. Dodson, and sixty-eight others, citizens 
Philadelphia county ying for the immediate reannex- 

on of Texas to the United States. 

By Mr. RAMSEY : The petition of George Fisher, Mar- 
tin Kendig, and one hundred and fourteen others, citizens 
of Dauphin county Pennsylvania, protesting against any 
change in the tariff of 1842. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, May 11, 1844. 
The minutes of yesterday were read and ap- 


roved. 
er CAMPBELL inquired if this and the two 
weceeding legislative days were not set apart by 
rsolution of the House for the consideration of 
the business of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative; but 
ie said there was a motion pending to reconsider 
ihe vote by which the House had set apart these 
three days for that purpose. It was made by the 

atleman from Ohio, (Mr. Duncan,] and would 
ave precedence. 

Mr. SIMONS desired permission to present a 

tition. 

Pr. DUNCAN said the gentleman could lay 
iton the Clerk’s table under the rule, as he had 
disposed of all his petitions. 

+. SIMONS said he wished to have it read at 
the Clerk’s table. 

Mr. DUNCAN inquired if it was likely to lead 
to debate. 

Mr. SIMONS said it would not. 

Objections were made, and the petition was not 
received . 

Mr. DUNCAN briefly advocated the ado tion 
of his motion, and explained his object to be to 
getup his bill to fix the election of electors of 
President and Vice President of the United States 
fe one uniform day throughout the United 


States. 

Mr. HAMLIN also advocated the adoption of 
the resolution. 

Mr.CAMPBELL opposed the motion. If the 
bill of the gentleman from Ohio should now be- 
come a law, it could not be carried into effect at 
the next presidential election without great diffi- 
culty and expense. Many of the States would 
be compelled to hold special elections. He ha 
not strengh to debate the subject, and he should 
nove to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

Mr. DUNCAN called for the yeas and nays, 
and they were ordered ;and being taken, resulted— 
yeas 83, nays 76. 

a the motion to reconsider was Jaid on the. 
e. 

Mr. SYKES, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported a private bill; which was signed 
by the Speaker. 


DISTRICT BUSINESS. 


On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House was discharged from the 
further consideration of the bills re ting to the 
District of Columbia, and the same were 


the Union. 
On motion of Mr. CAMPBELL, the House 


the chair.) 
BANK CHARTERS. 


take up bill No. 244, to extend the charters of the 
District banks. 


: . a bill under consideration, but the bill had not | 
the motion to reconsider was not agreed to, || been 

within the three days set apart for the consider- || € 
ation of the District business. 


be no propriety in having two bills upon the same 
WORTH called for the yeas and || subject under consideration at the same time, one 
in each House, producing a sort of cross fire. 
with the consideration of this bill. 


late now to object to take up the bill, as it was 


the resolved into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, (Mr. J. R. Incernsotr in 


Mr. CAMPBELL. moved that the committee 


623 








Mr. C. JOHNSON asked ifa bill on this subject 
Mr. CAMPBELL said the Senate had had such || a 


ssed, nor was it likely that it would be 


Mr. C. JOHNSON said he thought there could 


Mr.McCAUSLEN also objected to proceeding 













Mr. CAMPBELL suggested that it was too || ° 

i 
already before the committee for consideration. | 

Mr. WELLER and others denied that the 
committee had, as yet, agreed to take up this bill; 
and, after some conversation upon this point, 

The question being put by the Chairman, tellers 
were called for; and Messrs. Winturor and C. 
Jounson were appointed; who, having counted 
the votes, reported—ayes 77, noes 80. 


So the committee refused to take up the bill. 
INSANE ASYLUM. ° 


Mr. CAMPBELL then moved to take up Sen- 
ate bill (No. 10) providing for an insane asylum 
in the District of Columbia. 

A division being called for, there were 81 votes 
in the affirmative, and 31 in the negative. 

So the motion was carried; and the committee 
took up the bill. . 

At the request of Mr. CAMPBELL, a state- 
ment made by Drs. Miller, Thomas, and Linds- 
ley, setting forth the objects and advantages of 
the asylum, was read. 

The Clerk then commenced reading the bill by 
sections. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend the second 
section by striking out the salary of $250, pro- || 

osed to be allowed to each of the inspectors. || 

r R. thought it was asking enou h of Congress, || 
to say the least of it, to furnish the building and || 
rovide for the support of the lunatics, without || 
asking it to pay the salaries of the persons ap- 
inted to take charge of it. In his State the 
unatic hospitals were managed for eighteen years 
without any salaries being given to the inspectors; |) 
and now, notwithstanding their responsible duties, || 
and the large disbursements they annually made, 
they were paid only fifty dollars a year. ‘ reply 
to the statement made by the Corporation of || 
Washington, that comparatively nothing had been 
done for the District, Mr. R. read a statement 
showing the appropriations made by Congress, || 





I 





from the year 1800 to this time, for ihe repair of || 


streets, for the canal, for the Columbian college, 
and for the Holland debt, &ce. 

Mr. CAMPBELL hoped theamendment would 
not prevail; for upon the inspectors, whose salary 
the gentleman proposed to strike out, depended 
the whole management of the institution. As to 
the charge that the gentleman made, that the cit- 
izens of the District were calling on the Govern- | 
ment to support their paupers, it was entirely | 
without fuundation; for their own paupers were 
provided for in an institution of their own, and 
would not be a charge on this as lum. In the 
last seven years, the citizens of this District had 
received into their own asylum fifteen hundred 
sick and seven hundred paupers, who were taken 
care of until cured and ischarged. He alluded 
to the increase of lunatics in this District in con- 
sequence of this being the seat of Government— 
a consideration which had induced Congress some 


few years ago to make an appropriation for their 
support at altimore—and said the question was 
merely whether they should be provided for in 
this District, or their support in Baltimore paid 
for. He went on at some length to advocate the 
bili on the creme of justice, humanity, and 
constitutionality. 


Mr. ELMER advocated the bill; but he spoke 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of |) in favor of the amendment of the gentleman from 


New York, (Mr. Rarusen.] Why was it neces- 
gary to cast such a stigma on this District as to 
assume that three persons could not be found in 


director, when all the States in the Union found 


such men to conduct their establishment without 


any remuneration whatever ? 


| manity, as well as economy, to make an a pl 





Mr. CAMPBELL explained that they had re- 


sponsible duties; and it could not be expected that 
men of business would sacrifice their own avo- 


had not been passed by the Senate? | cations, if they were not to be remunerated in 


ny way. ; 
fr. SEVERANCE said that such officérs in 


the State of Maine were paid by the State gov- 


rnment. 
Mr. ELMER said it might be so; but in most 


of the States these officers were honorary. e 
then went into some remarks on the state of the 
District generally. 


Mr. WHITE said he had thought, if there was 


| any bill that would have received the just, the 
| liberal, and even the kind consideration of this 
| House, it was this bill. He spoke at some length 


n support of the bill. 
Mr. RATHBUN make a brief explanation in 


reply to Mr. Wuite. 


r. PETTIT opposed the amendment, and 


advocated the bill on the ground thatthe city was 
compelled to take care of the non-resident paupers 
| and lunatics coming from the States, and that 
| humanity required that Congress should enable 
| them to do so. 


Mr. KING, of Massachusetts, spoke in oppo- 


sition to the bill. He believed it was the duty of 
| Congress to provide for the insane of the District; 
| but under this bill, no suitable provision could 
| be made for their care and treatment. 


Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, asked for the 
reading of a letter which had been addressed to 
him on this subject; and it was accordingly read. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio, offered the following 
amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause, to the end of the 
eighth section, and insert: 

That the suin of four thousand dollars be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated, out of any unapapnioe money 
in the Treasury, for the support clothing, and medical 
treatment of the insane paupers of the District of Colum- 
bia, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1845: Provided, That 
the amount paid for each person shall not exceed four del- 


lars per week. 
Ninth section, appopriate four thousand dollars for the 


| support of the junatics of the District, at the Baltimore 


asylum. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Ohio, then proceeded to 
state his objections to the bill in its present shape, 
which were, that the building was not fit for the 
purpose for which it was contemplated; because 
there were no means of warming the rooms, and 
the lunatics would perish with cold; there were 
no means of separating the noisy and filthy from 
the rest of the lunatics; and not sufficient secur- 


| ity in the building to prevent the escape of such 


as were disposed to fly Under these circum- 
stances, he thought it more consistent with hu- 
riation for the maintenance of the lunatics of the 
District at the Baltimore Asylum. 
| Mr. SIMONS said he had paid but little atten- 
| tion to the bill, and none until since it came up 
| for debate this afternoon; and that the remarks 
made by the honorable gentleman from Massa- 
| chusetts, [Mr. Kine,] and those of the honorable 
gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Jounson,} had ren- 
| dered it almost unnecessary to speak at all on the 
| subject under consideration; and that what he 
| had to say would be to add to what they had 
| said, for,as far as they had pone oe had spoken 
| necordant to his views. They indicated by their 
remarks a knowledge of the subject under discus- 
| sion. They showe practical understanding, and 
| he did not doubt that they had practical knowl- 
| edge on this subject. 
| ‘As to the legitimate application of money from 
the United States Treasury for the purpose, he 
would not say & word; but, allowing that we 
have a right, and that it is a duty to do so, the 
question arises, whether this bill judiciously sp- 
plies the appropriation to answer the ends of this 
charitable and philanthropic undertaking. If it 
is proper and legitimate to appropriate money for 
this object, it was a matter of minor importance 
| what the sum should be. The object embraced 
in an amendment introduced by the honorable 
member from New York, to strike out the paltry 
sum of a few dollars, was what should not en- 
| gage his attention; the magnitude of the object of 
| Sach an institution forbade his attention to it. 
This is a subject of vast importance. It is @ 





it to accept gratuitous! the honorary position of subject that embraces all of man that is man—the 


mind of man—too vast to beset down against dol- 
jars and cents; and it is secondary to me whether 
| it will cost more or less, if so be the sum is required 
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is the propose 


be denominated the retreat for the insane—an 
edifice in the midst of a bustling, boisterous city 
of strifes and political distraction; a low, con- 
tracted edifice, without a fit prospect, air, or ade- 
quate grounds, in which no sane man could Jong 
remain so were he to be committed there, espe- 


cially in the company to which he would be sub- || 


jected. 


This bill provides that paupers, lunatics, and | 


idiots, sick and disabled soldiers, marines, and 
seamen, and all idiotic and lunatic vagrants, shall 
be admitted into this establishment, called an asy- 
lum for the insane; and this retreat to be placed 


under a physician or physicians, whose business || 
it shall be to administer to the mental as well as | 
physical diseases of man—diseases the most ob- | 
scure, complicated, and intractable, to cure which || 
the energies of the strongest mind, the wisest mor- || 


alist, and the most ready adaptation, are required ; 
and this bill 
minister to the inmates, and receive an annual 
sum not to exceed $500. 


shows conclusivel 
it shows him to be behind the age, and unac- 
uainted with improvements made within the last 


fortunate class of our fellow-men. 
of restoring one to sanity in a crowded, confined 
prison, surrounded by idiots, sick paupers, and 
vagrants, under a steward to preside, who can be 
procured for $500 per annum, subjected to the 
medical and mental treatment of a physician 
worth $500 per annum orless. A physician com- 
petent to take charge of these most formidable dis- 
eases of the human mind should be a man whose 
talents should entitle him to a salary of not less 
than $3,000. He must bea philosopher, a scholar, 


and peculiarly endowed with the highest order of | 


intellect, to do justice to this class of unfortunate 
human beings. 


detain the committee, nor did he think it necessary 


longer to do so, for he presumed the House would | 
not manifest their insanity by adopting this in- | : ; 
sane scheme; it would be a retrograde move; it | reported back, with an amendment, which was 


would carry us back forty years, and reéstablish | 


the old Bedlam treatment of lunatics, which con- 
sisted of prisons, punishments, and chains. 


The question on it was then taken, and it was | 


adopted ; and the bill was laid aside, to be reported 
to the House. 


IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 


The committee next took up the bill to abolish | 


cparinenspent for debt in the District of Colum- 
ia. 

Some debate and suggestions to amend oc- 
curred, in which Messrs. SCHENCK, HALE, 


CAMPBELL, SAMPLE, CHILTON, JONES | 


art; | 


of Tennessee, BELSER, and others, took 

all agreeing that imprisonment for debt should be 

abolished; but some contending that provision 

should be made to punish fraudulent debtors. 
_The committee rose and reported the bill pro- 

viding for an insane asylum, with amendments. 
The House then adjourned. 


The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. FISH: The petition of Ann Pearsey, widow of 
Jonathan Pearsey, for a pension. 

Also, the petition of Edward Roach for a pension. 

By Mr. HAYS: The petition of Adah Smith, widow of 
James Smith, a soldier of the Revolution, praying for relief; 
the petition of the heirs of Benjamin Haight, a revolution- 

soldier, praying for aid ; the petition of Elizabeth Pain, 
widow of Thomas Pain,a soldier of the Revolution, pray- 


ing for relief; the petition of Hannah Smith, heir of John 


Maire, praying for remuneration for the services of her 
father, a revolutionary soldier ; which were referred to the 
Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpar, May 13, 1844. 

_ Mr. BAGBY presented a preamble and resolu- 
tions adopted at a public meeting of the citizens 
of Mobile, Alabama, in favor of the annexation 
of Texas to the United States, on the ground that 
it was demanded by a high state of necessity such 
as warranted the Government in the purchase of 


| than to bear testimony, which he did wit 
|| pleasure, to the talents, worth, and patrietism of 


|| to lie on the table. 


the aeeenney of its author; || 
t 





| 
GEORGE WEST. 


lish the great object in view. I am told | Louisiana from France. Mr. B. said as he should 
Sat the Calta in the nether part of this city || in all probability, be called upon to present his 


retreat for the reception of this || views upon this great and interesting subject, in | 
unfortunate class of our fellow-beings, and is to | 


another form, he would say no more at present 


those who participated in the adoption of the res- 
| olutions. 
talents, worth, and patriotism. He moved that 
| the resolutions be read, and laid on the table. 
The resolutions were ordered to lie on the table. 


|| Mr. BREESE presented a remonstrance of Or- 
eighty-eight others, citizens of | 


ville Paddock, a 
Springfield, IHinois, against the annexation of 
exas to the United States; whieh was ordered 
+ 
| Mr. TAPPAN presented the proceedings of a 
public meeting of Meigs county, Ohid, at which 
were adopted resolutions against the ratification 
of the Texas treaty; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 
Mr. RIVES presented the proceedings of a large 


|| meeting of the citizens of Fauquier county, Vir- 
rovides that he shall visit and ad- | 


ginia, without distinction of party, and resolutions 


|| adopted thereat, in favor of the annexation of 
|| Texas to the United States. 

Sir, when the edifice, (being an old discarded || 
oo refitted,) its location, and its organization || 
»y this bill, are all taken into consideration, it || 


Also, a memorial signed by numerous citizens 
of the county of Prince Edward, for the same 
object; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. JOHNSON presented’a petition of C. R. 


\| Mitt, of Louisiana, praying for the confirmation 
of a certain tract of land; 

orty years to ameliorate and cure this most un- | 

What! think | 


the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented amemorial from 
citizens of Wayne county, Pennsylvania, strongly 
urging the reannexation of Texas to the, United 

| States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. BREESE presented a petition from B. F. 
Messenger and others, citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing for some legislation in regard to the half- 
breeds’ tract of land in Iowa; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. McDUFFIE presented certain resolutions 
of citizens of Marion district, South Carolina, in 


|| favor of the annexation of Texas to the United 
Mr. 8. said he was unwilling to | 


States; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Pensions, 


ordered to be printed, House bill entitled “ An 
| act for the relief of Lois Crouall, alias Croukhite. 
Mr. E. also, from the same committee, made 
| adverse reports, which were ordered to be printed, 
| on the bills from the House for the relief of Dan- 
| iel Ingalls and Elijah Blodget, and the petition of 
| Loami Kelton, for a pension. 
Mr. BATES, from the Committee on Pensions, 
made an adverse report on the peiition of Robert 


|| Poindexter, for a pension; which was ordered to 


| be printed. 
FRAUDS ON TRE REVENUE. 


| On motion of Mr. BARROW, it was 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
| directed to communicate to the Senate a copy of all regu- 
| lations which have been prescribed since the 30th August, 
| 1842, for the inspection of all sugars and molasses imported 
| from foreign countries, in order to prevent frauds, and to 
prevent the introduction of sugars, sirup of sugar, sirup of 
| cane, or bottling sirup, under the title of molasses, or in 
| any other improper manner ; and further, that he inform 
the Senate whether any frauds a the revenue, and, if 
any, what, have been attempted by importers of sugur or 
molasses, or any kind of sirup. 


On motion of Mr. STURGEON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Pensions be, and they 
are hereby, required to report on the expediency of placing 
George West, late of company D, first regiment of the 
United States infantry, on the pension roll, for disability 
contracted in the Florida war. 

Mr. S. also presented certain papers in support 
| of the claim; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 
| PAPERS WITHDRAWN. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, leave was granted 
| to withdraw from the files the petition and papers 
of Nathaniel Wood. 


DISTRICT BANKS. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, the Senate bill 
| (No. 86) to entend the charters of the banks of 
| the District of Columbia, was taken up; the ques- 

tion pending being on concurring in the amend- 
ments made in Committee of the Whole. 


great | 


e knew them to be gentlemen of high | 


which was referred to | 
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Mr. BUCHANAN movedtoamendt 

ment added as a fourth section by “nn ; 

the following portion in relating to the cake” 

ment of individaal responsibility : x 
‘One or more trustees shall be nominated by the ¢ 


of the said bank so failing, subject to the a irectorg 
President of the United Seses, who shall ae Of the 


security, to be approved by the Secretary of the Tau 
and the chief justice of the circuit court of the Distric 
Columbia, to such amount as the suid President me 
United States, Secretary of the Treasury, and the — 
justice, shall deem necessary.” hel 
And to insert in lieu thereof the following: 


On the application of such banks, or any holder of 14, 
notes of the same, three trustees or receivers shall be 
pointed by the circuit court of the District of Colum. 

ing neither stockholders nor noteholders of the said by,, 
or banks so failing, who shall give bond and security, - 


Mr. SEVIER objected to the alteration pro. 
posed by this amendment, He considered ;, 
reasonable that the directors, whose immediate 
liability was so great, should have some partic. 
pation in the nomination of trustees, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, at so late a period of the 
session, was not disposed to enter into a pro- 
longed discussion on this matter. The difference 
between the Senator and himself was upon ths 
question: whether trustees, for the benefit of cred. 
itors, should be chosen by the circuit court, from 
amongst competent, responsible, and disinterested 
individuals, or whether the parties by whose mis. 
management the failure has been occasioned shall 
be permitted to nominate the individuals who are 
to wind up the concerns of the bank which they 
have mismanaged. Ifsuch a matter were referred 
to a court of chancery, the court would at once 
make the selection on its own independent judg. 
ment. There could be no reason why the dis. 
trict judge should not have the nomination, 

Mr. SEVIER continued still of opinion that it 
was better to leave his amendment as it was, with- 
out the modification proposed. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN thought it was of very 
little consequence whether the modification was 
made ornot. Ifadopted, there could be no doubt 
that a prudent judge would consult the directors 
as to the choice of trustees. 

Mr. MILLER did not see much difference in 
principle between the modification proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania and the origins 
provision of the bill. He agreed with the Sena- 
tor from Kentucky, that there could be no doubt 
that a prudent Ps ge would consult the directors 
in the choice of trustees. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN observed that, on reflec- 
tion, he considered the amendment of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania more consonant to the prac- 
tice of appointing trustees than the amendment 
of the Senator from Arkansas. There could be 
no propriety, as there was no necessity, for mix- 
ing up the affairs of these banks with the duties 
of the President of the United States. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Bucu- 
ANAN’s amendment of the amendment; and it was 
adopted. 

r. SEVIER moved to amend the amendment 
just adopted, by designating to whom, and for 
what purpose, the bonds should be given. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that, as a matter 
of course, that would be done by the judge of the 
court; but he had no objection to the designation 
proposed. , 

he addition proposed by Mr. Sevier wes 
adopted, as follows: 

After the words “ shall give bond and security,” insert: 

To the United States for the use of the creditors of the 
said banks. 

Several verbal amendments, moved by Mr. Mu- 
Ler and Mr. Cuoate, were adopted. 

On the recurrence of the question of concur 
ring in the amendments of the Committee of the 
Whole, as amended, 

Mr. TAPPAN called for the yeas and nay’; 
which were ordered. 

The question was then taken; and resulted— 
yeas 22, nays 15; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Archer, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, Berries, 
Henderson, ingens : r Se engun Mi 
enderson, Hun n, Me e ’ 
ler, Morehead, Porter, Rives, Sevier, and Woodbridze—™ 
Re 

’ . 2 
Phelps, Tappan, WalkersWoodbury 


Bagby, 
Huger, 
» and W 
So the amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was then ordered tobe engrossed fot 
a third reading. ; 


1b. 
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